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7/ Tobruary 1^1961 




Justice Hugo Black 
Supreme Court Buidling 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: 

I am an American oltlien by birth, with a deep lore of my country and country-* 
nen. Z believe In GOD. I salute the American flag with pride. I am not 
ashamed If tears come to my eyes when I hear the "Star Spangled Banner". I 
would never he afraid to sign a loyalty oath. I would never hide beMn* the 
1st or 5th Amendments If I were asked If I were a communist, I hope theee 
qualifications are enough to warren t an answer to this letter. 

I am going on the assumption that our Constitution was written to protect the 
loyal American citizen, and not the Communist party or Its affiliates. I have 
written to the Bon. Speesard Holland of Florida to ask him to propose a hill 
that would make being a Cpmmunlst an act of treason, punishable by death, for 
we all know it 1b not a political party, but a direct plot to destroy the 
United StateB Government by deceit or violence if necessary. It seems that 
there are already laws to this effect, but not good enough to stick. The 
Eon. Francis Walter of the Bouse Un-American Activities Committee, J. Edgar 
Hoover, and our Congressmen and Senators do not seem to have the know-how on 
the wording of these proposals, so as to have the Supreme Court convict known 
communists. The answer to this is so simple that I think we have ell over- 
looked it. The Supreme Court Justices should get their headB together and 
tell our legislators the wording they must use in these laws if our high court 
is expected to hand down a verdict of guilty to the members of the Communist 
Conspiracy. This method would remove all guesswork and wonder from our legis- 
lators, and enable them to know the exact wording required for a conviction. 
I am sure all loyal Americans, our congressmen, and our high courts are an- 
xious to see laws passed that would not give aid and comfort to our mortal / 
enemy, the communists. I would be honored to write my representative 
proposals as you render them. /Q ua i t ] 

Some of the recent decisions handed down by the Supreme Court, state tnat It \ 
is alright to plot and advocate the violent overthrow of the United States 
Government, as long as no action is taken. If this Is what 'the Constitution 
means, couldn't a well-financed organisation start a University of Murder, \ ' 
and recruit students on the basis that they would teach them the beet methodaA^ 
on how to commit murder, as well ae other violent crimes, and be within theirv^ 
constitutional rights Just so long as they did not try to get their students X Y 
a Job? This even might work Into Federal Aid and tax exemption. It seems, ta \c to 
me that this could be done. If It can I hope It never leaks out, for I fear v J3 
there are many people In this country who would take advantage of thie also. , 

Almost every day, I read In the paper of our officials In government warning 
our oltlsens to snap out of our apathy towards communism before It Is to tote. 
Then, lo and behold I read a little further, and see where our Suprama-Conri- 
Just relaeed some more Communists on their so-called Constitutional rights » • 
... and then read a little further to find that our leaders just&. N&Ral 196H 
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a few millions to Csschofllorakla so that they can tulld arms and ammunition 
to ship to Cuba so that Castro can threaten to "blow our heads off. X think 
I can speak for most of the cltlsens of the United States when X say: "KB 
HATE S HAFPED OUT OF ODR APATHY . . . ARE WE ALLOWED TO EXPECT THE SAME EROM 



A very much concerned cltlsen, 



NJC/ecr. 
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Ends. 2 

cct Hon. Dante Fascell 
Hon. SpeBsard Holland 
Hon, iTancle Walter 
John Edgar Hoover 



■ 



OFFICE OF DIRECTOR 

FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 

UN I TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Ferris, 111. 
Mar. 5, 1961 

Honorable Edgar J. Hoover 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Sir - 




/ 



Mr. Evans 
Mr. Mai one 
Mr. Rosen 
Mr. Tavel 



Is it true that you have said'thousands 
of communists could be arrested in 
one night in U.S.A. but our Supreme 
Court w ould turn them loose" ? 

If so, why are most of them, if not all, 
that for our nation? 



Mr. Trotter. 

Mr. J^hes. 

Mr. W.^Sulflvan. 

Tele. Room 

Mr. Ingram 




Miss Holmes 




in4a 



I am genuinely worried for our future and would like 
very much to have a short to the point article for 
publication in our county, Hancock, paper and others 
if they will print it. ^£3 

Thank you. 

t 

Sincerely yours for a Free America 

B MAR 20 1961 
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T-ol*on . 

Persons .^_^_ 
Mohr 

B*Lmont , — 

Cflllohan — 

Conrad 

DeLoach 

Evan« 

Malone 

Rosen 

Tnvel 

Trotier . 

W.C.Sullivan 
Tele. Room 
Ingro 1 
Gand 



fyoar letter Of March 5, 1961, was received 
as Mr. Hoover was leaving the city. Bt wanted me to assure 
you that he never made the statement attributed to him In 
your letter. With regard to your desire for an article by ' 
Mr. Hoover, in view of the heavy pressure of his official 
responsibilities, it is not possible for him to comply with 
your request. 

' - . 

* lam enclosing some material on communism 
which may be of interest to you. 



. » -vi 



Sincerely yours, 








/ 



^ 



Helen W. Gandy 
Secretary 
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One Nation's Response tofc&n&unism, , \. 
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"That In all things He might have me preeminence" 
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Federal bureau of investigFtion, 

Wpsi.ington, D.C. 



Tolson 

fari^ii 



*ryE 




W.C.Sullivan 
Room 

Ingram 

Gandy 






De^r Sir, 

I rm rn Americpn #10 would 
t^ice f. loyrlty OFtii, nor wo- Id i 
First or Fif th ' AciiDendments. 



never be pfrrid to 
ever hide behind the 



As m .American citize n I rm grertly concerned 
vo)er recent decisions of tne < --'t 'apreaie Cour t. I do not 
Tbelieve th?t *€ sno-ld be le^nient vita tnose w.o rre 
pdvoc^ting rnd plotting our overtnroir rs p. nation, nor 
do -L feel thrt Communists ?nd f ellor-trrvelers should 
be rlljv:ed to terch there tu ings in schools, clubs, 
or my putlic ?l?ce. Ideps pre powerful, md to sot 
ider.s on revolution md overthrow/in young herts 
pcross the nation, Kill result sooner or lpter, in p 
hr.rvest of revjlutionary actions. 

Mny ± suggest, thrt the Supreme Court be pdvised 
or reruestec' to spell out thJelc'ind of Ipv, pnd the 
precise warding thp.t is necessrry for them to h^nd down 
f verdict of conviction for those «ho *lsh to te*ch 
communistic revolutionary principles in our land. 



^ 



S..y should our highest tribunal in America be 
cowed by the lcfuc voices of a minority vh:i d&i -iTi tV 
right to terch -ur overcrow in the name of libe-rtyj 
As b nr.tion me hrve ev^ry right to protect ourselves, 
pnd the Supreme Eoart, above f11, should staid re?dy 
to protect Americans, that America mny continue ps 
"the l?nd of the free pnd the home of the brave. " 

w-t l2-J7ftt~/'7. 



fc> lj) 
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pn,d hopefully, 
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Tour letter postmarked March 23, 1961, was 
received during Mr. Hoover's absence from the office. You 
may be certain your communication will be called to his 
attention upon his return to Washington. Enclosed Is some 
material on communism which you might like to read. ~n _l 

y Sincerely jours, J 
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Helen W. Oandy 
Secretary 
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flari J» Prin/ 

A LETTER TO KHRUSHCHEV 

Written is in article for the February, im issue of American 
Opinion — long before Khrushchev's first visit to this country — this 
"letter' of fifty pages hn become more timely, md more visibly relevint 
to developments todiy, thin when it wis written. Here is the story of 
the long-range, continuous, and increasingly extensive efforts of the 
Communists ind their sympathizers to socialize our domestic economy 
— or "so to change the economic and political structure of the United 
States that it can be comfortably merged with Soviet Russia." It will 
add greatly to your understanding of what is tilting place irnidr the 
United States, right now, in connection with legislative measures and 
administrative programs. 

Although the article has been out of stock after several reprintings, 
the demand for it has continued. So it is now back in print, at the fol- 
lowing prices: 

! " ""*"■ ■" 3 '" *'■».■ '»"♦ «pi«. «r «ch, i.ooo „ „»,. „ pi „, a* „ tP , 



If you want to understand Dag Hammarskjoeld, and where and 
how he really fits into the confused picture today, read 

THE BANG-JENSEN TRAGEDY 

A Review Bated On The Official Accords 

by 

JULIUS EPSTEIN 

Published as the Moy, 1960 number of 
AMERICAN OPINION 

1-11 copi... XX ««),. 11.99 «. f „, jo, „ th . ,00.999 „,,,., 3J<1 ^^ 
1 ,000 or mprc cepia i, 3oc wth 



Order erther publication from 
AMERICAN OPINION, Belmont 78. Massachusetts 



How many timet have yen gone to a bookstore— 

or even two or tbrtt bookstores— 

and failed to find the book you were looting for? 



You'll save time, money, and postage by 

ordering any book published in the United States 

from 



THE BOOKMAILER 

The Complete Bookstore By Mail 



We pay the postage anywhere in the world. We serve regular 
customers in all SO states and in 109 foreign countries. Ninety- 
five percent of all orders filled by return mail. Your card enclosed 
in gift books. Write us for free lists of current books, with brief 
reviews. 



THE BOOKMAILER 



BOX 101 



MURRAY HILL STATION 
NEW YORK 16, NEW YORK 



Our office t» at 
232 East Mih Street, New York \6, N. Y. 
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Reprinted as tlx- March, I960 issue of 

AMERICAN OPINION 



THE 



Life 



OF 



John Birch 



Single copies: One dollar each 



Order fro m 

THE BOOKMATLER, Box 101, Murray Hill Station 

New Ynrk t*i, New York 



or from 
POOR RICHARD'S BOOK SHOP 

5403 Hnllywt**] lioukv.inl, Lns Anj"cles 27, California 



or from 
AMERICAN OPINION, Iklmtmi 7K, Massachusetts 



Epstei n : 
Oliver: 

Staff: 
Welch: 



AMERICAN OPINION— SELECTED LIST 

Reprints and Special Issues 

Lane: / Saw Poland Betrayed (1.00 

Staff: A World Gone Crazy 1.00 

Gordon; Nine Men Against America 1.00 

Welch: Life of John Birch 1.00 

Burnham: The Web of Subversion 1.00 

Jordan: From Major Jordan's Diaries 1.00 

McCarthy: America's Retreat from Victory 1.00 

Package price of any of the abo*c, alone oe in combination, 12 tor 110 00 

Regular She, Monograph Numbers 

The Bang- Jensen Tragedy 50* 

Introduction To Contemporary History of Latin America 50* 

One Hundred Steps To The Truth 50* 

May God Forgive Us 50* 



Quantity pncci: 12-99, 40rf each; 100-999, |J< tick; 1000 or more, JO* neb 



Article Reprints 



Title 



1-99 100-999 



Through All The Days To Be 3 for $1.00 25* 

A Letter To Khrushchev 3 for $1.00 25* 

Why People Become Communists 20* 15* 

A Fable From The {Hardly) Past 5* 4'/ 2 * 

A Republic vs. A Democracy 5* 4* 

A Letter To The South, On Segregation 10* 8* 

This Is Where I -Came In, Manion 5* 4'/i* 

The Federal Reserve System, Scnnholz 5* 4^* 

The World Health Organization, Matthews 10* 8* 

Report of Special Cpmjnittee of Am. Bar Assn. 20* 15* 

All pricej include prepayment at postage. Ordee from 

AMERICAN OPINION, Belmont 78, Massachusetts 



1000 
or over 

20* 

20* 

12* 

4* 

3* 

7* 

4* 

4* 

7* 
12* 
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April 18, 1962 
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MAILED S 




The publication you forwarded has been 
received in Mr. Hoover's absence from the city. X know 
he would want me to write and thank you for making this 
available to him, and you may be sure it will be brought 
to his attention upon his return. 

Sincerely yours, 
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Helen W. Gandy 
Secretary 
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/\rfti § iQS^QjTE: The public ation entitled "Nine Men Against America" was 
comm-ff- re <j e jJif d at the Bureau without cover letter. This reprint is an attack 
' frjjupreme Court and is written by Rosalie MTGordon, who 



xxr 



has been affiliated with John T. Flynn or America First Committee. 
Ii.lt is noted that branches of this organization were the subjects 
of Internal Securlty-G investigations during World War n.. The 
publication has been brought to our attention in the past. 



e current Directory 

of Post Offices does not reflect a city named Sou^hJ^chmond or a 
branch office in Richmond by this name; throve* vtM-'l&ter is being 
sent, to Richm6nd, Virginia, in view of the above, an in-absence 

-xr-K^ t acknowl edgment is deemed appropriate. r \ ■ <•'■ 
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UNITED STATES C NT 

Memorandum 

to :Mr. Mohr 
from : Mr. 





subject: U^7£UPREME COURT GUARDS 
F IREA RMS DRAINING „ 
QUANTICO, VIRGINIA 



By memorandum Mr. Brennan to Mr. Sullivan dated 
January 26, 1962, it was recommended and approved for the U. S. 
^Supreme Cou rt Guards to receive firearms and defensive tactics 
training at Quantico, Virginia. 

SAC Sloan advises classes of U. S. Supreme Court 
Guards convened at Quantico on January 31, March 14, April 2, 
9 and 27, 1962, and during the training 9, 700 rounds of . 38 caliber 
ammunition were expended. The price of this ammunition is 
$56. 95 per thousand. 

Training was previously afforded U. S. Supreme Court 
Guards in 1957 and in 1959, and the U. S. Supreme Court paid for the ^ 

ammunition expended by transfer of funds. 

That this memorandum be forwarded to the Administrative 
Division in order that a 1080 voucher may be prepared for the transfer 
of funds to cover the cost of ammunition used by the U. S. Supreme 
Court Guards (9, 700 rounds at $56. 95 per thousand - $552. 41). 



J n 1 - Brennan (Liaison Section) ,,.,-, M , 



aison Section) r\Jf\ -* \/ 





11 MAY 8j1962 
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/] Memorandum 



TO 



The Director 



date: 







v^a 



<J~ 



FROM 



N. P. Callahan 



subject: The Congressional Record 



I races Tti€l~T<XS. &t*ator Jatttt, <R) Jit* Tork, apoke 

Joateratog tke speech *aad# oa Jht floor Of the gaaatt by Sooator £»ttlaa0, ^\ 
m ttt**U*to?U crMciatag U>rs«prMae Court J»r tkttr decUloas latolriag 
cosmitaUca aad tab? trsioa. Mr, Ja*tts stated "T*e S#ft«>t t tart Is oae of 
the aoblctt of MlM, It is ft faaduaeattl part of ear gorerantatal system. 
AtttmpU art bciag mode to discredit it. It U aot healthy to attempt to tear It 
Am, as wat attempted yeeleeday. 1 thiak the Sspreat Coart If dotag eery 
well, whether I agree with oae o< 1U declaioas or aot It imw proper to 
efeitad u, aad I ftball do to oa the ttoor of the SeaaU* M flaaator Kachei, (R> 
Caitforai*, eommeaded deastor Jartts for hi* defease ot tat Sapreme Coart. 
Mr. Kachei stated *1 hare do doabt th-t th< r* art la oar population a few people 
who art fattty ot treatoa, tad, at ha* bera aald oa tats ttoor time t«tr tiss* to 
tht past, tht /jaericaa Goeerameat It dUchergtag ftt ohUgattoa with respect to 
oar toaalry la this regard. I talate esce agaia J. Edgsr aoottr tad the Federal 
Serves o; taeetttgeUoB, who at thlt mosaeat kaow precisely who are those 
treseoaable Americas*, wher« they art, aad what they art doisg. It U a f 
drtadfsi 4isserrice to tht ea/is* of /jatrtca tad to the eaatt of ttcarlty of r 

> i 

oar coaatiT for aayoat to attempt to vaderatoe oar people's faith la aay of 
attloaal gareraaeatsl tostttatloas. ** 
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NOT RECORDED 
191 MAY 16 1962 



In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for j /j,/b<X was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portjons of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 
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UNITED STATES GOV 
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TO 



FROM 



MR. MOHR 



MR. J. F. 



date: May 16, 1962 




SUBJECT 



b 



^? c 




/ / 




On 5/15/62 at approximately 5:00 PM^ pballed and 

stated that he was In the office of Deputy AttorneyGenera^mcholas deB. 
Katzenbach. He stated that he had been trying all afternoon unsuccessfully 
to see the Director. He was apprehensive lest some reason might exist 
that the Director did not want to see him. I asked him if he had been in 
touch with Miss Gandy . He stated that he had and^^ssGandy advised 
the Director was out of the office. I told* W that I had 

ust returned after being away from the office alR!ay^5unwas sure 
that if Miss Gandy told him the Director was out of the office, that he 

ctually was out of the office. 




stated that he was going to sJjDi^aroundtomy office 
en he finished talking with Mr. Katzenbach. Whe^ ^arrived 

the office I told him that I checked with Miss Gandyioseewnetner or not 

the Dire ctor had returne d and was advised that he was still out of the office. 

I advisedj ^ that the Director is frequently called out of the 

office unexpecTealy^^^ 

stated that he understood Associate Justice Frankfurter 

of the SflpTeme Court had another stroke and it is very unlikelythaMiewil^ver 
return to his position as a member of thggyjttfilflfi C_£uj^ ^BBBBBBBy 
stated that he was in Washington to discuss any vacancy tha^nign^xisT^^ 




should Frankfurter retire from the Bench , with Mr. 
Dolan, Assistant Deputy Attorney General. ( 
at least a 50-50 chance of being 
He indicated 



Katze nbach and Joseph F. 
stated that he has 





c 




to the airpurt to catc 
RECOMMENDATION 



fMpiai 

^yfoxiQ .... informat^i^ ** :: ^^1 J 
"■ ^"f^fi^^^O T - Mr. ncT-r,rv:fc '%> 1^* I 



ent to the office of Mr. De Loach and-then-I-drove-him 
a 7:00 PM plane back to New York. . . « .r e - ■ 

tel- lifts'}* MAY18i : 5 ^ 



ItfA/Wi"''-^ 



145 MAY 
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Memoranuum 

Mr. A. Ros 



TO 





6/14/62 




T NAME CHECK REQUEST 

962. a name check request iras received' 
" t, on 

orn -^^m ^pM ^The 

orar,57 jUbmijtedTlKttraTeil^tliat this individual is applying for a 
osition as "custodial, laborer." 



A check of Bu 
nformation concerning 




entifiable derogatory 



Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson dated 9/3/57 
reveals that the Director has instructed that no action he taken 
concerning requests received from the Supreme Court until the matter 
has been presented to him and he personally rules on the request. { 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That the Form 57 o: 
data" and returned to the u\ 
memorandum should be returned to 



be stamped, "No derogatory 

supreme Court. If approved, this 
the Name Check Section for handling. 








57Jl.lN.2fi 1952 



* * 



>» 

fc 



TRUE COPY 



O 



) 







Jng Beach 
L.I. 



Mr. J. E. Hoover. 
Dear Sir, 

Writing in reference to prayer in school. So many 
people seem to think those Judges are not American in there way 
of thinking all Justices (?) one year (?) did not vote They have handed 
down some pretty funny decisions of late. Dont you think they should 
be checked? I think it about time the American people started to 
clean them out. Sen Mc. Carthy was right. Those bullheads did not 
believe him. Krus Chef made a statement he did not have to worry 
about America. Since when does 5 families speak for all America? 
The people are raving mad about it. Those Judges represent all 
America not 5 families Since when did any prayer hurt any child? 
Please investigate Thank You 

Sincerely 
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TRUE COPY OF ENCLOSURE 





Communication was' postmarked June 27, 1962, at Long Beach, New York. 
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Your letter of June 17, IMS, ud 
enclosure have been received la Mr. Boover** 
absence from Washington. I know he would want 
me to thank you for your interest in writing him, 
and please be assured your communication will be 
brought to his attention when he returns. ' 

Sincerely yours, 



■ % -■ 
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&h.*j 



M2 9 1962 

COVvl-FBI . 



Helen W. Candy ".^ J^ 

Secretary 
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MOTE: Neither correspondent nor her husband is identifiable 
In Buttles. An in-absence reply is being forwarded In view of 
her remarks regarding the Supreme Court. /;x ;. : - 
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PHONE EM 8-0421 







/ SALES AND SERVICE 

Specializing In Rebuilding Grand Pianos Experience In three Factories 



DALLAS 5. 

July 16, 1962. 



n" '' 



Mr. J. Bigar Hoover 

Federal Bureau Of Investigation 

Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Hoover: 

I for one appreciate your efforts In law enforcement. It seems that 
every time you report, crime has increased. It is time the tide of 
crime should go the other way. 

In my opinion, Court proceedure and criminal laws should be reformed. 
To begin with the i^preme Court, some years ago an English statesman 
said our Supreme Court -was an uhneccessary luxury and should be 
abolished. He may have been light. I do not ttrihk the President 
should be allowed to appoint those Judges, as most of them are appointed 
for political reasons. The American Bar Association knows who among 
them are qualified. Let them select three for consideration, then a 
Senate Committee shoul4 investigate them and recommend one one for the 
appointment. The same proceedure could be employed for all Federal 
Judges. The Supreme Court often renders a 5-^ decision, which is proof 
that about half of them do not understand the Constitution. 

On the matter of State Courts, Lawywers have had too much to say in 
framing the criminal laws. It is too easy to get a new trial, reversal 
or appeal. Everytime this is dene, one or more lawyers have their hands 
out. At the same time, it means more expense to the State. For instance 
consider the Chessman case in California. BE(U R? s -i -, -? *~ — 

SI 116 bJ" 2 '?<? f j - 

I think all Courts should be equal. Tne State Bar could select a dozen 
qualified men among them to review Court proceedure and it should not 
be generally known who they are, to avoid any attempt toward bribery. 
When a criminal is tried in State Court, a transcript of the proceedings 
should be made and a copy sent to three of these men for reviaw»-^t33d 1£ . 
two of then say the criminal had a fair trial, no appeal should be granted. 

■ s JUL 24 1952 
Juries should not be able to name the penalty for a criminal, but only 
to say if he is guilty, perhaps sometimes with extenuating ciretweiances , ___ 
then let the Judge say what the penalty should be. 

Juries are sometimes too "chicken hearted" and do not like to apply 
the daeth penalty . Since the criminals are gaining on us, the deat: 
penalty should be applied ten times more than it is. -,/vd"RV < 

Pardon the length of this, I just wanted to have my say. 
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Your letter dated July 16th has been received^ 
In Mr. Hoover's absence from Washington. Please be assured g 
your communication will be brought to Us attention upon his 
return. 

Enclosed is material I hope you find of Interest 
Sincerely yours, 



«■«*» 







Helen W. Gandy 
Secretary 
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Memorandum 



TO 



The Director 



date: 



FROM 



N. P. Callahan 



StlBTFf^T* Thf f!rMinr(sett;inrio] Ra^^t^ 
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Mtsioraotea to too 
Re: Too Coafretoloaol 
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\ 



SENATE - 
Adjooromoat: tloUl Tkoredoj, Aicoot 11, 1M2, at 10 a.u. 

Pagcc A«2Jt-/«». fieoetor Taoraao^ {£) Sooth C-roliaa, 
oxtooded Me remarke to teetode twt ktt rttitU orer atattoB V, ORE, Ckarleatoa, 
Feet* CaroUet, 07 Mr. Karrr € . Wearer, oew ad geaaral ameer ftt tUt 
•tattoo. Mr. Wearer etauaMU ea U. ft. peraeett to to* United Hattoa*, 8Ut* 
Deportiaeot (erelf* paliejr aad to* racial atteaUa* Is Alb**7, Georgia. 
Mr. Wearer lUted "Bo* eaaooA»*rUaM*^ect good teorerail, a* toe* a* 
w* permit oar loader* to reoard to* oett doer*? feteroettomettr, •*■ *4Q a* 
km at home, to* tortee of eril ■«■«*■■ to vto. Toe Director of the FBI, 
Mr. J. Edgar Koeror, to kl* Aogeet •Belittle to Lm* Eolercemeet Official*, * 
f«ltritetbi 9 MM#^trila»chtolciii&«tVM9lBgOH-oi«tr«. > Aad,w«*ay, 
•War «•**. **• V, sr Wprtipg Peart ka * aae* to* too karder for Ike tow tod 
aaater tor tot crLalael to a aerie* of eoclotoaa dortog tot poet I jeer* that bar* 
rocked to* ra*^toefevrl***exke»tk*trkee^J^2-. . - -£7f r " " 

NOT RECORDED 
199 AUG 31 1962 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. ' V 
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UNITED STATES GC 



TO 



FROM 



The Director 



N. P. Callahan 







date: Jfffejtlerj^ }?£& 



i 

I 



SUBJECT: The Congressional Record 

/ t _ _***** iiiH-iM4l. C«nr»»»*» wmtfc^^D) ^Uiiwlppl, 

* T" , S? *"£* J****** ***•»* •»< r»< «rt tf«cUta»t %t U» Smrtmm Cj»a 

Kr. tUr^c* O. Aaoaott* * B*rtuley, CallftnU. Y*U sttUrit! £MUt»«4 
f**'*" 14 " «• *** *"« *» «»**ctt«i wit* ttw j«u* «**<=. wr. viuuat tu* 

TfZt? T !***** 9 " m **' 1i ' *• ****** (Mrt America* f *>»Urp*rt •* 
fcrtlft foUtltwra ■- wrltUfl by HotdraM* L*<*i> n. I'kaiipt, a fc«a*<* of ft** 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as aDove, me w .. y .« B i U ..« 
Record for J^^m^A^ /?&L was reviewed and pertinent items were 
marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 
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Memorandum 



TO 



FROM 



The Director 



N. P. Callahan 



date: 



/d//f/t^ 



subject: 



The Congressional Record 





L 



Paget 2attt~J107S. goaator Javlts, (R)K«tT«t, opok« 
_if ra*<t a; the ^»pr*c»e Court at ft rtoaU o? am atUtk oa tat Court by &*moior 
UiUu^ (D) utc aUalppi, m }4*j 1» IMS. Mr. Jarttt staled M Att*r taargla* 
tfcat tb« frggrsag Court j us * it 'ringed, laradcd, aod «torp*d to* pow«rt vetted 
tor the toatUtitUcm* is toe rsteoll? « aod ItfUUtirt tarmac bee m Ut Go^nsuat, 
$daalor LattUod prt»eattd chart* feat allcgtdly o*u<oaatrat«d tt»t all »f»btn 

i ' * T \ 

SL ' *?* 4 ** c# *"* ""** ****** ***» *»tt,f*rteg pro-C oac*aal*t retts tot* \ 
ibrtat<« !aBdai*cataUy tot attic atttrtty of im toaotry from tke oatlattgM of 
tat Coajtaaiat cottplracy froca withoat tad vithia. " Soaator Jarlt* latladed 
with ai» r«m*j-Ju a aife&orttda&i oa the tabjttt oi "&taator Kattiaad*t Attack 
ooto* U. £. £opr«cVr oart-Aa ^aalytfc asd Rupowf prepared by ^atotlttfr 
Pro/r Jior XoraaavOort«a o£ tot Ntir fork ttaiveralty Scaooi el Law. Pronator 
£or*f n, la reltr/faf to tot cms oi Gold t. Caittd SUU*, vfeUa larolrtd iacom« 
tax fratd, polaUd oai toal ~C»w o/ to* Uteet *a* wfettoer Cold fcad acta dtprivtd 
o. a fair trial a«caa*e # aa tldl at«at, lareatifatiag aaotfctr eat* la wtttch felaity 
91 * ¥*-<- o»raaaitt attidtrlt vat alao cttarstd, * aad atk*d 3 member* of to* 
Jary Jraohor toty bad r#ctlvcd propagaada UUralart, asd alao fc+caaae otoerX 
attain oi toe Jary had fcaard of tot FBI contact*. * \ 

K)0 '■ i„ i<l . 
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not rt?^o '-; : ■'■ _ 
191 oct 2^ u:: ~ 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for 7 /. ■■ < ' ' v! / i ^ was reviewed and pertinent items were 
marked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions of a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in c-or;ropriate Bureau rnse or subject matter files. 
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TO 



FROM 



J? 



date: January 2, 1963 



SUBJECT 




: Mr. A. Rosen, 

: Mr. G. H. Scatterday^jJ^j.L. 

COURT NAME CHECKS REQUEST 



Callahan 

Conrad 

DeLoach — - 

Evan* ,/J 

Gal. 
Ret* 

Suic 

Ta/ 

Troti*r , 
T*ic. Room . 
Holm** ___ 
Gmdy 






On Decei 



was receiv 
Court 



name check request 



reme 



Marsha^^^^^^^SUDr 

_ rorn^^suDniittea 

mUicates that this individual is applying for a position 
as "Police Private (Supreme Court).* 

A check of Bureau files reveals no identifiable 
derogatory information concerning 




Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson 
dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has 
instructed that ni action be taken concerning requests 
received from the rSupreme Court until the matter has 
been presented to him and he personally rules on the 
request. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

That the Form 57 onfl W be 

stamped "no derog data" and reTUTTllTrT^^H^^^^^Suprenie 
Court. If approved, this memorandum should be returned 
the Name Check Section for handling. 



1 - Mr. Rosen 
1 - JJame Check 
1 - 
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Santa Barbara, California 



January 27, 1963 



J. Edgar Hoover 
U S. Department of Justice 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Hoover, 

I How we wish that all men in charge of our 

I government would avoid political favoritism. How we hope 

that the Supreme Court will soon stop usurping the powers of 

the State: ; 

We appreciate your love for our Constitution, 
art! for true American liberty. 

May God bless you always. We feel so happy 
to quote your words in the Family Weekly of Jan. 27, 1963, 
of Santa Barbara. " I feel today, as on May 10, 1924, the 
challenge to be a servant of my fellowman and my God. 

r Let us hope that Christianity may triumph 
all over our United States. 




Your sincere friends, 
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Santa Barbara, CaJUorSI 
Demr Mrs. Turner: 
' I have received the letter from you and 

dated January 37th, and I want to thank you 
for writing as you did. Tour kind comments concerning 
my administration of the FBI's activities are Indeed 
a source of much encouragement to me. 

Sincerely yours, 

0. Edgar Hoover 
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NOTE: fl P has sent two similar letters to the 

DirectorboTtiduring August, 1962. Both letters were 
cordially acknowledged and she has been sent reprint 
material on communism. (94-5-50421 and 62-26225-8-1466). 
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UNITED STATES GOV] 

Memorandum 

U l 

from : h. L. Edwards! 



Mr. Galey-'jY 



'Av 



date: March 4, 1963 



1 



subject: THE SUPREME COURT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

ON CRIMINAL RULES - PROPOSED AMENDMENTS 
TO THE FEDERAL RULES OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE 

CRIMINAL LAW SECTION 
AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 




Chairman of the' Criminal Law Section, Evelle J. Younger, by letter 
dated February 20, 1963, a copy of which went to all officers and members of 
the Criminal Law Section Council, has appointed a 7-man committee to form a 
liaison with the U. S rglLPirfi J^ p CouriJ Advisory Committee on Criminal Rules. 



This committee will study/preliminary draft of proposed amendments to the 
Federal rules on criminal procedure and report on them at the next council 
meeting in Chicago which will be held during the annual American Bar Association 
meeting, August, 1963. The committee consists of Charles A. Bellows, Chairman; 
General Charles L. Decker, Judge Advocate General of the Army; General 
Kenneth J. Hodson of General Decker's Staff; Arthur Freund of St. Louis; Judge 
Laurance M. Hyde, Jefferson City, Missouri; Rufus King of Washington, D. C. ; 
and Edward Silver, District Attorney of Brooklyn, New York. 

These proposed amendments were the subject of a memorandum from 
the Training Division dated 2/28/63 and are being studied by the Legal Research 
Desk of that Division which will alert me to any of the proposed amendments in 
which the Bureau has an interest so that I will be able to follow these matters 
closely with the liaison committee set up by Chairman Younger. 



ACTION: 



Information. 






1 - Training Division (Attention: 
1 - Mr. DeLoach -/ 
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Memorandum 



TO 



■/f- 



Mr. A. Rosen 
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date. March 20, 1963 



from : Mr. G. H. Scatterday 



\Q f SUBJECT 







<* 



; COURT NAME CHECK REQUEST 




name check request was 
Me 




Court, 




orn 
Icates 




entifiable 



applying for a position as "Secretary-Receptionist." 

SJ V J A check of Bureau files 

/ o^S derogatory information concerning! 

, * Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson 
\ dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has 
instructed that no action be taken concerning requests 
received from the Supreme Court until the matter has been 
presented to him and he personally rules on the request. 

RECOMMENDATION: 



i 

IJ 



That the Form 57 on 
stamped "no derog data" and re! 

Court. If approved, this memorandum should be returned to 
the Name Check Section for handling. 
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H$be source and the nature of the discussion, no dissemination 
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TolgdoOregoi 
^' June2^! 



Oregon 
, 1963 



f /V V 



Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 
Dear Sir. 



i 



I have Never Written you Before. I am an average Working Man 
living in a Small town in Western Oregon. 



I have wrote many letters to the Repsentative and Senator from 
my State in Regards to the freedom given the Communist By the U. Sroupreme 
CourL I also had the F.B.I, from the Portland Office visit My home, after 
I Wrote them a letter about Gus Hall Speaking at Ou r College at Monmouth 
Oregon. 



£ 



I was told By the F. B.I. official there was Nothing they could 
do as long as the Laws of Our Country are like they are to day. 

I am wondering if there is any way to Curb the Supreme Court. 

I am a member of a Protestant Church, Nazarene. I have never 
Been a member of any group other than my Church. 



Court doings. 



I think it High time Some one could Stop some of the Supreme 



It seems so many of Our Nation do not Believe in Sound Doctrine 
any more. Which the Bible is the foundation for all Sound doctrine. 



Sincerely, 



REC-51 



&, >))£- 




e JUNKT1963 



c- 



' r 



\3 



:/-■■ / .- 



% 



s 



■5 \ i 



+- 



1 t 



r 4 








?<f'2>-y^ t 



*%C~/ .^&* ^4^ J^^/e^ <J a~* &4r- 
£> Aw ^c/ ^ 7/^ ^A/ j^w' 7^-^ /^/^ 

£> s£*t~*. ^u^^ /S-c^- ^l 9tju^JL •/ a^^sp^^A $£/u^ 



-)ClsLjJsO 



Offlce.org 



/ _ / a~ o / ^ 







) 



*fc 



^ 



■■♦ «■ 



a 



^G^- 



^V.^.v. 



^ 



7 



^ 



jfl|( 



Jmh7,1»« 




■■* : > 



Tour litter of Juno 2nd was received in Mr. Hoover's 
absence from the city. I know he would want mo to thank you lor 
giving him the benefit of your observation! relative to the menace 
communists pose to our freedoms. "" 






of Interest. 



Enclosed is some literature you may find 



Sincerely yours, 



toTi* 



a>5 c3 



— frTMTff 1 —r- 
DQMIKEI 



Helen W. Oandy 
Secretary 





Enclosures (4) 
Sime of Testing 

Deadly Duel 

An American's ChaUenge 10-9-62 

The Current Communist Threat M .^ <■ 

1 - Portland - Enclosure v *S^ "' >, ^ -.-' » 

ATTENTION SAC: Bufiles contain no record identifiable with correspond* 
NOTE: It is noted correspondent has written to the Portland Office relative 
to Gus Hall's speaking at Monmouth, Oregon. 
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The Director 



date: 
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FROM 
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subject: The Congressional Record 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for 1 j\^ /b "5 was r evlewea and pertinent items were 

marked for the /Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
j:3:tf:.ns .:.' o -.:■•■:.>■>• o.' Su> ougi'itl rir'.icj-j-ii'.rn or ■ : -■- hr ; clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropriate Bureau case or subject matter files. 






The Honorable John Edgar Hoover, Director 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D. C. 



Sir: 



Mr. To!son_ 
Mr- BelmonJt 

Cullman, Alabama Mr - Moi^. 
October 2, 1963 =£; ^ 

Mr. Conrad 

Mr. D.-LfC&ii 
Mr. EYinJ K 
Mr. C»]e 

Mr. Rosen 

Mr. Sullivan 

Mr. Tavel 

Mr. Trotter 

Tele, Room 

Miss II !mes 

Miss Gandy 



I appeal to you in behalf of the welfare of our Country! Someone 
forget political etrlnga and stand up oourageously and do what is really 
>|best for this Country. From your past record of concern for our youth [ 
/Y and of forty years of service to our America, I believe your oourage is| 
/P without equal and that you oould lead us out of this morass of rotten 
politics and help ue to reepeot our leaders again. 



1 



\ 
1 

j 
1 



My husband and I voted for Mr. Kennedy, but apparently our confidence 
was misplaced. We feel that it would do no good to appeal to a man who 
allows Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. ( whose soft-spoken ways reek of hy- 
pocrisy and Mr. Kruschev's tactics) and "other Negro leaders such as Busf 
tin( with a criminal record and Communis tio intents). to disrupt all lai 
and order in this Country, but accuses a patriotic and fearless America 
our Governor of Alabama, the Honorable George Wallace, of bringing death 
and ohaos to our State because he rebels against a law that we feel to be 
against the best interests of both races involved. ^V 

I am an average American citizen, white, female, forty-eight years of 
age and the mother of one thirteen year old son. I oare enough about the 
youth of today, both white and Negro, to want we adults to rectify a mis- 
take that we allowed to take place by our apathy. If we adults are In a 
state of confusion because we can't respect the "Law of our Land" anymore 
because It is obviously being misused, what kind of a future are we offer- 
ing our children? Neither white nor black children can feel safe In their 
schools or churches, anymore, Just because we have allowed ouaPSupreae > 
Court to reverse a decision that we knew was not to the good of ourTJoun^ 



Don»t you think it a remarkable fact, Mr. Hoover, that the two subjeote 
which have always disturbed Americans nationwide, and caused the most 
dissension among us, namely, our civil liberties and religious freedon, 
have been publicized and had reverse decisions rendered on them by the 
Supreme Court in recent years? Even though both decisions can be ration- 
alized, there are millions of thinking Americans who are aware that this 
is exactly the manner in which Communists spread their insidious disease. 
Doesn't it appear to you that they have achieved their goal by creating 
more turmoil within our Country than there has been sinoe the Civil War? 
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Please, Hr. Hoover, HELP i i Sinoe the undercurrent feeling throughout this 
land prevails that subversive elements have influenced our Supreme Court 
and that the "bulldozing* methods being employed by our leaders to force 
our acceptance of their questionable deoisions only create resentment and 
disharmony, something constructive must be done to restore our faith in 
our leadersl Don't you think that if the American people be shown that 
the Integrity of our nine Supreme Court Justices 1b beyond reproach that 
we oould more willingly accept laws on whioh we cannot vote? What better 
way than by Television? After all, the liveB of our Presidents, the mem- 
bers of their Cabinets, our Senators and Congressmen and other public of- 
ficials are open books to us. Why should the nine men whose deoisions 
have torn this Country asunder remain shrouded in mystery? Why should 
they remain aloof and be treated with more respect than our Presidents? 
After all, they are only human beings, not gods. We Americans are not of 
the stock to blindly follow our leaders, and X, for one, have ceased to 
be a "hero worshipper". When world famous and respected ministers of the 
Gospel allude to our Supreme Court disparagingly, isn't it time to know 
these nine men better? If our Justices possess the fine characters which 
should be synonymous with men in such trusted positions, they should want 
to do their Country a great service by being thoroughly investigated by 
your Department and by letting all the facts and themselves be publicized 
on Television. 

I appeal to you not because I wish to discredit anyone, but because we 
Americans who have always loved our Country and trusted our leaders are 
tired of having our feelings discredited. Genuine respect has to be a 
two-way affair. 



1 



Television is getting ready for another "political show" in the *6i+ elec- 
tions, and we will be barraged with .facts and rumors about the two candi- 
dates chosen, but if the man who is elected has to run this Country accord- 
ing to the edicts of the Supreme Court, what difference does it make wheth- 
er we even vote, or not? It seems to me, and I'm sure, to millions of oth- 
er Americans concerned about the plight of our Country, that our Supreme 
Court should be chosen by the people instead of being appointed, but since 
this change hasn't been made, please use your influence to help ue know our 
Supreme Court Justices so that this Nation oan again know where it is being 
lead. 






Respectfully submitted, 




Cullman,' Alabama 



"Be ej[ Aft/f * x J$f$. 
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Trotter 



TrN. R^pti 

rloimea 

Gandy _^_^ 



Mr. Hoover received jour letter of 
October 2nd and asked me to thank you for your kind 
remarks about his administration of the FBI and for r, 
your bringing your views to his attention. \ * 

^ He also requested me to explain that the^ 

activities of this Bureau are controlled by Presidential a* 
directives and legislative enactments. The procedure 
you suggest does not fall within the purview of this Bureau 
under existing regulations. Therefore, Mr. Hoover trusts 
you will understand why he Is not in a position to be of ' 
help in this regard. 
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Sincerely yours, 



Helen W. Gandy 
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NOTE: Correspondent is not identifiable in Buttles. She appeals 
to the Director for help in straightening out^is country which is 
now being "ruled* 1 by the decisions of the Supreme Court rather 
than by duly elected officials. She wants the FBI to Investigate 
the members of the Supreme Court and make the data available 
to the public. 
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subject: 



Mr. A. Rose 



Mr. G. H. Scatterday^H^ 



DATE: March 17, 1964 
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FROM SUPREME COURT 





13. 1964. name check requests were received 
:arspal, 



_„_ . . _ icates that 

"labor work." No position is shown 



I m \ "A check of Bureau files 

ywi derogatory information concerning 
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, Memorandum from :ir. Nichols to Mr. Tolson dated v 

September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has instructed that 
riio action be taken concerning requests received from the Supreme 

Cour^ until the matter has been presented to him and he personally 

rule&on tfie request. 
*- ~- , * 

^ Tfaat the Forms 57 »^| | an i | be stamped "no 
ijerogattfry data" and returned CTnorS. EupreWe Court. If 
eipprove^, thiV memorandum should be returned to the Name Check 
Sect ion tf or handling. 
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Dear Mr. Hoover: s\ 

Can you possibly clear up a few things regarding the U. S. Supreme Court: 

1 . They are against prayer and Bible reading in schools- 

2. It seems their fight Against pornography is very poor, if they 
allowed the legality of such a filth as Tropic of Cancer"*. 

3. And now I read where they decided the members of the Communists 
party is not obliged to register — 

I don't quite understand their actions — If 1 -A 1 still 

adds up to 2 It looks as tho our supreme Court Consists of Communists 

Is this true ? ? 

Would you please write and let me know— I am quite 
concerned as are a few other of my friends. 

If there is someone else we can write to — please inform me 
Thanks so much 
/s/ ^^MHBK 

Hawthorne, Calif. 
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Jane 10, 1964 



Tol«on 

Belmont ... _j_ 
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Casper 

Callahan 

Conrad ^^_ 

DeLoach 
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Gale 

Rosen 

Sullivan 
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Tele. Boom , 
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Hawthorne, California 
Dear; 




b7<- 



Toar letter of Jane 9th has been received 
and Mr. Hoover asked me to tell yon that, as a matter of 
policy, he has not answered inquiries requesting bis 
opinion of other governmental organizations. Be trusts 
you will understand his position. 

Sincerely yours, 



MAli£Q4 

JUN 1C1964 

COMM-FB1 



yBelenW. Gandy 
\ /Secretary 



NOTE: Correspondent cannot be identified in Bufiles. 
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Beach, Calif. 90278 
July a, 1964. 



Hon. J. Edgar Hoover 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 

Washington, D, C. 

Dear W. Hoover: 



1 



Is it appropriote ogyossible for you to supply ub 
with copies of the Decisions of the ^upreiafl Court HirHrny the last 
few years, bearing, pri&arily on their decisions favorable to 
Atheism, Coutmnisci and those restricting the activities of our 
law inf or cedent officers. Including also integration and the 
reapportionment of the -Representatives and Senators fron the 
various states. j 

V/e are endeavoring to conpile a record, which 
we believe are, in some cases, illegal and not in conformity with 
the Constitution. In other words, making laws, not interpreting 
those already enacted by Congress or authorized by the Constitution. 



how to obtain. 



If unable to supply, can you advise us where and 
ihaniing you in advance for your consideration, 



fiespectfully and fraternally, 



y,,b7^ 
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Redondo Be ach, California 9 0278 
Dear! 







03§ £ 




Tour letter of July 2nd has been received. 

Although I would like to be of assistance, the 
FBI does not have material of the type you requested available 
for distribution. For decisions of the Supreme Court, it is 
suggested you write to the Superintendent of Documents, Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D. C. 20402. 



of interest. 
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JUL 9- W64 

COMM-FBJ 



Enclosed is some literature I hope you will find 

Sincerely yours, 

3. Edgar Hocww 
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UNITED STATES G ,'ERNMENT 

Memorandum 



Mr. Conra 




SUBJEC-Jf \ P rotest Letters to 

— qn"ife~d btates supreme Tourt 



DATE; 7/27/64 







Re memorandum 7/15764 from D. J. Brennan, Jr., 
to Mr. Sullivan. ^J /*• j 

Rambling, incoherent anonymous letters mentioned 
in referenced memorandum were furnished to the Laboratory 
for search in the Anonymous Letter File. The search was 
made with negative results. Copies were not added to this 
file. No watermarks, indented writing or other indication 
as to the sources of the letters was found. 

The letters are attached. No photographs were 
made in the Laboratory. 



RECOMMENDATION 



That this memorandum and enclosure^ be 
forwarded to the Correspondence and Tours 
Section and Liaison Unit for their 
information. 
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A. SAC, Lou Angeles ^ ^ \ a / ^ 29 » l964 

♦^-Director, 

PROTEST HITTERS TO 

UNITED STATJS* SUPREME COURT ^ ^ 

I, Marshal, Supreme Court, 

furnished four letters addressed tolhe Supreme Court. These 
sxe general rambling letters which objected to recent decisions 
handed down by the Supreme Court, 

Ton are being furnished two copies of an anonymous 
letter. A search of the anonymous letter file was conducted with 
negative results. This letter contains the statement, "We have 
per caission from our police chief to shoot shoot niggers. We 
have guns and more ammunition than we can ever use and base- 
ball bats. " This letter was postmarked 7-4-64 at Los Angeles , 
California. ^ .^; 

"* s. 

I * ■ a*. 

You are requested to make one copy available to 
one of your contacts in the Los Angeles Police Department. 3t 
should be noted, however, Oat there is no Indication the writer 
is referring to the Los Angeles Police Department. •-- ' _ 

Enclosures (4) 




ToUon . 

B*!m°n< 
Moht _ 
Caaper 
Callahan 
Contad 



The letter from 
Court should arrange to 



dicates that the Supreme 

vernAe^V $$?&. $*&■ witn her 



as soon as possible. Crime Records Division maintains an 
mental card" on this individual and no action is being taken,, 
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TO 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



Mr. W. C. Sullivanl 



date July 15, 1964 



from : D. J. Brennan, Jr 



*rv 



subject/ PROTEST LETTBRS..T.0 .„ 

~*""*""THTfe*S SUPREME COURT 



\y$*^ 




\s* 



■» Jul 



On 7/10/64 I PI Marshal, Supreme Court, 

furnished four letters^raaressed to the Supreme uoutt. These 
letters are general rambling letters which objected to recent 
decisions handed down by the Supreme Court. 



TWO Of ±hfiSfi lottara ar» 



lonymous . 



. ■ \ TX<k 4 «T5JAI; 



jOS 



Califj 



In 



One is signed 
tennesse 



of 



xne rambling m< 
meaningless references 
available, there is no 
our files concerning 



erent letter ofj 



to Mr. Hooi 
>ertinen1 
am 



te course 
r , there are several 
led on information 
tble information in 



advised these letters are being furnished 

for our files. These letters are apparently written by 
emotionally disturbed individuals. 

ACTION: 
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For record purposes only. 
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Memorandum 
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TO 



DIRECTOR, FBI 



date: 8/7/64 



from : ^/^SAC, LOS ANGELES (9-3090) (RUC) 



subject: , PROTEST LETTERS TO 
^-«NITED STATES 
, c SUPREME COURT 



^ ^' ReBulet to Los Angeles 7/29/64. 

On 8/4/64 a copy of the lj 
referenced letter 
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expressed appreciation for the lettja? 
and state 3 he would "forward It to the "Hospital Sq.", for 
comparison with others In file. 
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September 2, 1964 
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Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, 
Director of the F. B. 1. 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Hoover, 

This letter appeared in the Greeley Daily 
Tribune on August 31st. Tm sure some of the statements 
are not true, especially the last paragraph. Will you please 
advise me how to answer a letter like this one? This 
gentleman writes many extreme letters like this one to our 
daily paper. 



Thank you for your kind attention. 

Sincerely 

REC65 (,$-J2SJ£j3f\ 
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I Letters to fheTribiihe I 



Soys Supreme Court 
Has Dubious Record 



-lap 

nan voted pro in 49 owes out of ° r 
|i. Justice Burton -voted pfo- ft: 



*■-. r, w..„. 



To The Tribune 

The S00 million .BPthcom- 
rhunist people now wider com- 
munistic control, that were free 



yojed pfo- 
comimmist <m 17-^nt pf 81 otiB- 

fes. Justice QaVk vifted "pro *» 
21" cases out pf J2. justice Har- 
lan voted pro on 90 cues put 
•*"•*"-""- ^™'L"Vft«~rt.«'UZ*"*»!I °l 65. C** 6 * Justice Warren Hot- 
people prior to JM6, thought the ^ ffft<aBwn to^. h .. 1 2 cam 
same way « many Americans *"". Q\a r ;f • ™ — ;~ 



I 



do. It can't happen here. The 
Ifcited States Supreme Court 
has a dubious record in casting 
its' vote on issues involving 
communism. Is the highest 
court of our 1-a.nd pro-con}-, 
munist? a 

The following information is 
recorded in the minutes of ttife 
Senate Judiciary Committee 
meeting held May 2, 1962 Sen- 
ator James Eastland/ chairman 
of tjjat committee, recorded the 
vote of each justice of the Su- 
preme Court whenever a case 
involving communism was tried. 
If the individual judge voted in 
favor of the position advocated 
by the Communist Party, his 
vote was recorded pro. If his 
position was oontrary to the 
Communist Party his vote was 
recorded contrary. 

Justice Black voted pro-com- 
munist on 102, decisions out of 
}62 cases. Justice Frankfurter 
toted pro on 69 cases out of 103. 
Justice Douglas voted pro on 
97 out of 100 cases. Justice Bren- 



outdEtt 

In the past fair yeaes there 
has been no cpjitrq) or investi- 
gation of Communist infiltration 
in pur government, ftfany Ccro- 
munists tried akd convicted in 
our courts or individuals that 
took the Fifth Amendment have 
high positions involving securi- 
ty in our government. "W" 
might be too late, we must elect 

president that will stop thj; 



in "64 



. L.lf^ldred DJJM . 
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GreelejjjColorado _ 
Dear! 
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'V ' 
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Your Utter dated September tnd and enclosure 
have been received in Mr. Hoover'* absence from Washington. 

I know Mr. Hoover would want me to advise you 
that, as the head of a Federal Investigative agency, he Is not 
In a opsltion to evaluate or comment concerning the decisions 
of thcr Supreme Cour t or the individual Justices. I am sure you 
understand the necessity for such a policy. 

Enclosed Is material I hope you find of Interest. 

S3 , x Sincerely yours. 



CD 



K' 



ua> 



- MAILED 6 

SEP 9-1964 

COMM-FBl 



Helen W. Gandy 
Secretary 
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One Nation's Response To Communsim ' -„ * 
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NOTE:: Correspondent jsnojife ntlfjalflejnjjuflle^^ 
names of ^ P^d | ^ 

The clippin^neenclosed describes a summary conauciea py 
Senator Eastland recording the votes of the members of the 
Supreme Court whenever a case involving commun&m was tried. 
The votes are predominately procommunist. 



■> 



- 2 



% 



t. 



4 

KJ 




A 



7MA- ZJLms* Jt+*+^> 
-tJU 




aJLyr&£*~A 



.) ^4- jZsO^r- 






Mr, 


To 


Sfin 


Mr. 


n- 


nnnt. 


Mr. 


■•• 


; >f 


-,. 






I" . 




'i-;r 




_T " 


c- 


" '. .1(1 


T ■ 




^H^H 


Mr. 


T*-. 


:ns 


Mr. 


Cn 


s.__. 


Mi-. 


j>.- 


-r>n._.. _. , 


Mr, 


P.-.i 


1 v..* 


Mr. 


Ti 


~rl 


Mr. 


Vr 


'f(V 


Tele 


P' 


^m 


Mi:-.- 


I ' 


'-is 


Miss 


G; 


rscly 


-- 




._.__ 



W*&. *^ .^J^Z^eZJT*^ 



ff-l ^7 




A+r^*- 


















•9 c 



HCV 7" 



t/ '' 



* SEP ^8c4 



?- 










J^f-r-i^^U 



V-^-vs ti mM> &L^x r^-t ■ ^d* • 







J 



Memphis, Tenn. 
Sept. 



Mr. J. Edgar Hoover, 
F.B.L Chief 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Hoover: 



I 



Mr. ToIboil .. . 







ihan 

Mri "Conrad _j 

Mr| Tvana 

Mr. Gale 

Rosen 

SuiLvan 

Tavel 

Trotter 

Room 



Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Mr. 

Tele 

Miss Holmes, 

Miss Gandy_ 



Since your department is supposed to rout out and help eliminate 
communism, especially in government, will you please tell me why the admitted 
communist (the $100 a day man) is even considered for such a job? I'm sure there 
are men with as much intellect in Washington who could do the job. 

Judging from some of the decisions the Supreme Court has handed down 
in favor of communism, I think it is not hard to understand why Earl Warren insists 
on keeping him. Isn't there anyone in D. C. who yields more power in Washington, and 
if there is, why isn't it used on tha rsupreme Court ? 

I am of the opinion (and hundreds of others I hear talk) that this Court is 
a worthless organ and a terrible expense to our country and should be abolished or 
re-shuffled and getting rid of Earl Warren and any others who are more concerned 
with the welfare of the communist than with our Americans. This is how the whole 
South feels on this situation and I pray God will removed any not concerned with the 
good of America. 

Thank you, Mr. Hoover for your many years of service given our Country 
and I trust there are many more to come. 






Sincerely yours, 




lemphis, Tenn. 



I would like to add that Mr. Johnson's knowledge (and failing to do something about it) 
of the above situation isn't going to help him Nov. 3rd. 
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September St, 1964 




Your latter was received on September 13rd 
In Mr. Hoover's absence from the city. Yon may be certain 
your communication will be brought to Ub attention upon 

his return. 

Sincerely yours, ni 

"mailed 



\\ 



!J1 




CDS 



= tt» 



Helen W. Oandy 
Secretary 



HHS 



* 3C 



^rf> 



Tolton 

Belmont _ 

Mohr 

Caaper — 
Co II ah an . 
Conrad — 
D*Loach 

Evan* 

Gale 



Ro**n 

Sullivan 

Tovffl 

Trotter 

rloimes . 

Gandy 



NOTE: Bullies reflect we have had prior cordial correspondence with 
this lndividual>wever, the controversial nature of the corre* .pondent s 
letter her derogatory comments concerning Chief Justice Warren 
and President Johnson prompt sending this individual a reply over 
Miss Gandy's signature rather than the Director's. 



s 




*A 



tJECciAEC-^Bfc'CiOtf 




jtfff J </(* 



pK 









\ 






& v 3 



MAIL ROOM 



TELETYPE UNIT I 



OFIlONM FOtM NO 10 
_^ ^_ MAY t»*J IDiriOH 

OlA CCH. MO. HO. IT 



i 



UNITED STATES GC/^iRNMENT 

Memorandum 



j 



Tolson _ 
Belmont 
Mohi 



DeLoach . 
Casper . 

Calloh^ . m. 

Cjnra/ \j l)f 



TO 



FROM 



G. H. Scatterda 




date October 15, 1964 





\$H>K, 




ame check requests were 
S. Supreme Court, on 
The fores subnitted 



C On 

received from 
tile afore-capt 
fiflicate tha 

leaning. * 

OS it ions are not shown for the two sen on whoa name 
checks were being requested. 

A check of Bureau files 
derogatory inf or nation concerning 



applying for "general 
s applying for "char work." 




ble 
or 



Memorandum froa Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson 
dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has 



instructed that no action be taken concerning requests 
received from the Supreme Court until the matter has 
been presented to him and he personally rules on the 
request . 

^COMMENDATION: 

That the Form 57 oqfl B^and 

stamped "no derog data" and returned to the 
upreme Court. If approved, this memorandum ^hojlld 
he returned tn the Niiae Cherlr Sec*Hnn for handling 
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date: October 23, 1964 - 



SUBJECT: 



} IMHWRItn^ 



>1E check request 



1 - Mr. Rosen 
1 - Name C 
1 





name check request was 




', applying for a position as "Janitor." 
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A check of Bureau files 
rogatory information concerning 






identifiabl 



Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson 

dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director ha 

instructed that no action be taken concerning request 

received from the Supreme Court until the matter has 

been presented to him and he personally rules on the 

request . 

RECOMMENDATION : 



■ That the Form 57 on 
"no derog data" en^ returned to the . 




^^ be stamped 
WFeme Court . 



If approved, this memorandum should be returned to the 
Name Chec!: Section for handling . 
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THE PREFAC 



THE Republic of the United States o 
existence for 175 years. In the long j 
but a moment as time is measured. Our I 
convention in 1787 and created our Coi 
assembly of more human intellect at one 
than in all of history. They put togethei 
which is the greatest political document 
From the beginning of this governmer 
have been concerned as to whether an ic 
government of human conduct could si 
world, or if the people would long suppc 
Truly "Eternal vigilance is the price of I 

For the past 30 years we have been 1 
demagogue namely the politician who p; 
and passion of special interest and pressui 
organization and the power to vote in bl< 
new political environment in our coui 
Roosevelt. One of his first programs was 
Supreme Court by increasing its membx 
point some of his social minded tools wh 
in rendering their decisions. He failed ii 
Congress refused to pass the law to accoi 
time passed, retirements and death gave 1 

Two of his first appointments were tl 
and William O. Douglas. 

Hugo L. Black was a politician from th 
at the time of his appointment to the ben 
Senator. Before his appointment his only 
that of a police court judge for a short t 
and activity while in the Senate was inves 
ests. His vicious examination of witn 
equaled by any committee of the Congre 
Carthy has been long criticized for his 
Communists in government. Senator Mo 
mild in comparison to that of Senator 
Black early demonstrated that he was a 
Black was not only investigating but i 
Senator McCarthy was exposing the Com. 
tice Black's passionate concern for the pre 






since he has been on the Court is most revealing as to his char- 
acter. The point here is "Whose ox is being gored?" 

William O. Douglass before his appointment had no exper- 
ience in practicing law and no judicial experience. He had been 
a teacher at Columbia University and had been a professor of 
law at Yale and had served on the Securities Exchange Commis- 
sion before his appointment to the Court. He has always been, 
both before and aftsr his appointment, identified with radicals 
and radical movements, and is perhaps best remembered for his 
desperate efforts while on the bench in trying to save two Com- 
munist spies from execution. They were Julius and Ethel Rosen- 
berg. 

These two Justices are the hard-core of the ultra-radical mem- 
bers of the Court. The other Justices who now constitute the rad- 
ical majority on the Court are Earl Warren, William J. Bren- 
nan, Jr. and Arthur Goldberg. 

Earl Warren was a California politician who had been Dis- 
trict Attorney of Alameda County, Attorney General and Gov- 
ernor of California. At that time, from all outward appearances, 
he seemed to be a "middle of the road" Republican. However, 
looking back it is revealed that underneath he had radical ten- 
dencies. He never had any judicial experience. Several years ago 
when Richard Nixon was running for United States Senator in 
California against a left wing Democrat, and Warren was run- 
ning for Governor, he completely ignored Nixon and publicly 
gave him the cold shoulder although they were both Repub- 
licans running on the same ticket. At that time some observers 
credited this conduct of Warren to the innate selfishness of a 
political adventurer. However, subsequent events suggest that it 
may have been something else. 

William J. Brennan, Jr., another member of the radical five 
that control the Court, is the only one who had judicial exper- 
ience before his appointment; he had been a judge of the Su- 
preme Court of New Jersey, which reveals nothing that would 
indicate what his attitude would be as a member of our highest 
Court. However, one fact might be of significance was that he 
received his law degree from Harvard Law School and one of 
his teachers was Felix Frankfurter. 

Arthur Goldberg before his appointment had no judicial ex- 
perience. He had been a labor lawyer and a labor leader and an 
extremely active partisan on behalf of labor unions. The ques- 



tion arises: How could you get unpr 
decisions from a man of this backgrc 

The succeeding pages will show h 
constituted, has taken over the powe 
and is, in effect, destroying our Cons 
that by its decisions that it has encoi 
liberately protected criminals and at t 
indifference and contempt for law ab 

We live in changing times. The 
world today is not Socialism but its si 
origin of Communism, of course, wa 
ital". He pretended to find something 
old as rhe human race, but Marx's fc 
this respect, that it was state slavery as 
or chattel slavery. Nicolai Lenin br 
slave state to include the enslavement 
body. This Oriental was completely i 
tarian sentiments. He, of course, had 
been born in Russia where the peopi 
tory have been enslaved and brutali; 
the new element of deception in his 
opinion and politics. One of his impc 
struction of patriotism on the thesis 
moded, childish instinct. Patriotism h 
as such is an expression of pride. Prid« 
respect is gone man has deteriorated 
is a most powerful instinct, and when 
able trait. 

These ideas of Lenin seem to have 
our so-called intellectuals and liberals 
dom and are in a constant search for < 
are blind to the fact that the old sh 
until the new has proven superior. In i 
and LafoIIette a liberal was a man wi 
dom. The liberals of today advocate tl 
bureaucratic regulation of our daily 
boys of these so-called new ideas. The 
perity and our way of life and seem 
society is a bad thing and should be aj 
hysterical urge to make "reforms". 

The Supreme Courts place in on 






limited by our Constitution, The five Supieme Court Justices 
who now control the Court, namely, Black, Douglas, Warren, 
Brennan and Goidbeg, are social reformers. There is a proper 
place for reformers in our government. They belong in the legis- 
lative branch, but never in the judiciary. In the judiciary they 
cannot help but be a corrupting influence. They do not know 
or do not care about the proper function of a Court. The purpose 
of a Court is to determine the truth respecting a question of fact 
in a particular case and to determine in a criminal case the guilt 
or innocence of a defendant. Nothing more and nothing less. 
In the most recent Communist case the Court, speaking through 
Justice Douglas, stated: 

"America is of course sovereign; but her sovereignity is 
woven in an international web that makes her one of the 
family of nations. The ties with all the continents are close — 
commercially as well as culturally. Our concerns are planet- 
ary, beyond sunrises and sunsets. Citizenship implicates us in 
those problems and perplexities, as well as in domestic ones. 
We cannot exercise and enjoy citizenship in world perspective 
without the right to travel abroad." 

This puts the five Justices in the same mental condition that 
a new recruit is in after he has been indoctrinated and is ready 
for membership in the Communist Parry. 

These men are unqualified by training, experience or temper- 
ament to be Judges. Lack of a Judicial temperament in any 
Judge is a bad thing. In our highest court it is a tragedy. 

This book is a partial chronicale of the Supreme Court's de- 
cisions which should have the thoughtful attention of all 
citizens. 

J. M. Clements. 



I. 
THE VOICES OF PRO] 

THERE should be no discussion of ou 
out quoting the wisdom and foresigt 
presidents. 

George Washington in his farewell ad 
wrongs let them be corrected in the ways 
sticution but let there be no change by i 
this, in one instance, may be the instrume 
tomary weapon by which free Governm 

Thomas Jefferson writing in ihe year 
opinion, and I have never shrunk from 
the germ of dissolution of our federal go\ 
stitution of ihe federal judiciary; an irresj 
peachment is scarcely a scarecrow — wc 
night and by day, gaining a little today 
and advancing its noiseless step like a tl 
jurisdiction, until all shall be usurped fr 
government of all be consolidated into c 

"To this I am opposed; because, when i 
ac and foreign, in little as in great thit 
Washington as the center of all power, ii 
the checks provided of one government 
become as venal and oppressive as the g( 
we separated." 

Abraham Lincoln, in his first inauf 
policy of the government upon vital q 
whole people is to be irrevocably fixed I 
nreme Court the DeoDle will have ceased 
having to that extent practically resigned 
the hands of that Eminent Tribunal." 






THE SUPREME COURT 
AND THE COMMUNIST CONSPIRA 

A PRESIDENT IS MURDERED— 

FOR the past 19 or 20 years the Supreme Com 
pretense of protecting individual liberties, has s; 
protected the Communist conspiracy. One of the ea 
a decision rendered in June, 1945, entitled Bridge. 
This is a case where the Attorney General, under 1 
of an Act of Congress, sought to deport Harry Brid 
known West Coast labor leader. The Act of Coi 
which the proceedings were instituted provided th 
could be deported who "was a member of, or afl 

advises, advocated or teaches the overthrow by force 
the government of the United States". After a hea 
presentation of evidence, the Attorney General issi 
for deportation, which order Bridges appealed thro 
cuit Court of Appeals, which Court sustained the 
Attorney General, after which Bridges appealed to 
Court. Justice Douglas delivered the opinion of th 
reversed the order upon the ground that the ordi 
with the rights of an alien. Chief Justice Stone, i 
Roberts and Frankfuter concurring, dissented fron 
of the majority of the Court, in which they conten 
Attorney General was entirely justified in this orde 
tion because of the fact that in the hearing of th< 
government produced ample evidence to prove that 
a member of the Communist Party. 

Some few years later Bridges applied for citizen; 
Attorney General of the United States objected to hi 
by accusing him of "conspiracy to defraud the Unii 
defeating the proper administration of the natural 
by falsely stating that he had never belonged to the 
Party of the United States". His naturalization was 
rnwjgcs appcaicu. tnc Liiac iiiiauy rcduiicu u»c juj 
and the Court again ruled against the governmeni 
Bridges upon the ground that a three year statute < 
applied. This in face of the fart that Congress had 
time removed the limitation. In this case there was 







opinion by Justice Reed, concurred in by Chief Justice Vinson 
and Justice Minton. Thus, in spite of the efforts of the govern- 
ment, Bridges was admitted to citizenship. 

Another case between the two Bridges' decisions was the 
Steve Nelson case. Nelson was convicted in Pennsylvania of 
being a Communist under an anti-subversive law of that state. 
This case reached the Supreme Court on appeal in 1956 and the 
Court freed Nelson on the ground that the anti-subversive law 
of Pennsylvania was nul and void because it was superceded by 
the so-called Smith Act, a law enacted by Congress dealing with 
the Communist conspiracy. This in spite of the fact that the Act 
of Congress dealing with subversion put no prohibition what- 
ever against a state prosecuting for Communist subversion. 

These are not all of the decisions showing the trend of the 
Courts' attitude toward Communists and the Communist con- 
spiracy. One of the cases, however, was decided as late as June 
17, 1963. This case is known as Gastelum-Quinones vs. Ken- 
nedy. Gastelum-Quinones was an alien residing in the United 
States and he was ordered deported by the Attorney General 
after a hearing. The basic accusation against him being that he 
was and had been a member of the Communist Party. The evi- 
dence in this case is quite interesting in that the government 
proved that he was a dues paying member of the Communist 
Party from 1949 to 1951. The government witnesses against 
him testified that he attended 1 5 or more meetings of the Com- 
munist cell or club; that he attended executive meetings of these 
cells at which the ordinary member was not permitted to attend. 
These executive meetings were strictly controlled. Each member 
entering the meeting had to be identified by a panel so as to 
make sure of his membership and position. To this proof the 
defendant offered no defense and refused to testify. After he was 
ordered deported the defendant appealed. The appeal reached 
the Supreme Court in 1963. The Court reversed the order of the 
Attorney General, the opinion being written by Justice Gold- 
berg, the latest appointee to the Court. In this case Justice Gold- 
berg made no pretense of writing a reasoned or considered 
opinion. His opinion in substance amounts to nothing more 
than a blunt order annulling the order of deportation, in spite 
of the f act that all of the evidence was against the defendant and 
the defendant refused to testify and put on no defense. In the 
face of these undisputed facts of all of this alien's Communist 



activities, Justice Goldberg stated in his 
Quinone's membership in the Commun 
untary, meaningful membership. This 
cision, a dissenting opinion being writte 

These cases show the Court's genen 
munist conspiracy. 

Now we come to cases which give dii 
munist conspiracy and with some far 
One was the case of Dayton v. Dulles, 
Dayton applied for a passport which w 
tary of State on the ground that he was 
munist Party. His frank reason for secu 
he had received employment from th< 
search, Bombay, India. The Tata Institi 
nard Peters, a suspected Communist ag 
renounced his American citizenship. 

The other case was Kent v. Dulles. 1 
port and the State Department refused t 
that he was a member of the Communi 
pose in applying for the passport was 
Council of Peace" in Helsinki, Finland. 
Communists from all over the work 
Khrushchev in his big, phony prapagant 
impress the world with Russia's peace 
preme Court reversed the lower Court a 
of State to issue a passport to Kent up 
American citizen, no matter what his 1 
activities, cannot be refused a passport, 

A COMPLETE VICTORY FOR 

The latest and perhaps the most im 

cision was decided on June 22, 1964. 

Herburt Aptheker and. Elizabeth Gurlt 

State. The Court summary was as folk* 

" "The chairman of the American 

the editor of POLITICAL AFFAIR* 

filed complaints in the United State 

District of Columbia for judgment 

tional Sec. 6 of the Subversive Activ 

the authoriry of which passports had I 

ordering the Secretary of State to iss 

three-judge Federal District Court su 
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ality of the statute and granted the Secretary's motion for 
summary judgment. (219 F Supp 709- ) 

"BLACK, J., concurring, expressed the view that the entire 
Subversive Activities Control Act is unconstitutional. 

"DOUGLAS, J., concurring, joined in the Court's opinion 
and added that, absent war, there is no constitutional way to 
restrict a citizen's right to travel, unless there is power to de- 
tain him. 

"CLARK, J., joined by HARLAN J., dissented on the 
grounds that Sec. 6 is not unconstitutional on its face nor as 
applied to the plaintiffs. 

"WHITE, J., dissenting, joined in the first part of the 
opinion of CLARK, J." 

Here we have again another abuse of the Fifth Amendment. 
The basis ol the Secretary of State's refusal to issue passports to 
these two top Communists was the Subversive Activities Control 
Act of 1950, Section 6 of which provides: 

"(a) When a Communist organization ... is registered, or 
there is in effect a final order of the Board requiring such or- 
ganization to register, it shall be unlawful for any member 
of such organization, with knowledge or notice that such or- 
ganization is so registered or that such order has become final 
— ' ( 1 ) to make application for a passport, or the renewal 
of a passport, to be issued or renewed by or under the author- 
ity of the United States; or ' ( 2 ) to use or attempt to use any 
such passport.* 

It is pointed out in the dissenting opinion that: "Mrs. 
Flynn 'was an active, participating and continuous member 
of the Communist Party of the United States; was active in 
die Party's affairs and its organization : and, indeed, was and 
still is one of its principal officials.' Likewise there is a find- 
ing — not under attack — as to Aptheker that he Aptheker) 
makes it quite clear in his own words that he has been a mem- 
ber of the Communist Party since 1939 and that he is very 
proud of his association and will do whatever he can to 
further the aims and goals of the Party.* The record shows 
that both Flynn and Aptheker were witnesses in behalf of the 
Party in the registration proceeding which resulted in the 
Party being ordered to register as a Communist-action organ- 
ization. Communist Parry v. Subversive Activities Control 
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Board, 367 US 1, 6 L ed 2d 625, 81 Ct 
addition, Mrs. Flynn was convicted under 
Flynn v. United States, 2l6F2d 354 (1 
these circumstances, no one could say w 
petitioners did not know that they were 
Communist-action organization. In fact, 
claims lack of notice or knowledge of the r 
section. 

"(2) As to knowledge that the Comr 
volved in a world Communist movement 
ing a totalitarian Communist dictator: 
throughout the world, Congress made spec 
Subversive Activities Control Act of 195C 
under which the hearing was held at whk 
fied for the Party) and in the Commum 
1954 that: 'the Communist Party of the 
is in fact an instrumentality of a conspiracy 
Government of the United States,' 68 Stat 
and programs of the Communist Party are 
for it by the foreign leaders of the world 
mem,' ibid.; this control is in a 'Communi 
foreign country," whose purpose is to 'estal 
totalitarian dictatorship in the countrie 
world,' 64 Stat 987; and this is to be accor 
organizations' in various countries which s 
of existing governments by any available n 
Under this decision Congress is helpless t 
protect us from subversion and the Commi 
given the right to use our government's passj: 
in all their foreign activities and organization 
government. 

The Court is obviously indifferent to our i 
their passion to give the Communists a free re 

THE MURDER OF PRESIDENT I 
In considering the effect of these last two 
consider the murder of President Kennedy < 
1963. The basic facts of the occurence do noi 
in dispute. The assassin was Lee Harvey Osvi 
who had for a long time engaged in Commi 
he was by nature an unruly individual, which 
go to Russia in November, 1959. Upon arrn 
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wald went to the American Embassy, turned in his American 
passport and renounced his United States citizenship. While in 
Russia he was married to a Russian woman, and after staying in 
Russia a little over two years he decided he wanted to return to 
the United States and went to our Embassy in Moscow and made 
application to have his passport returned. The Embassy not only 
returned his passport, but gave him money to return to the 
United States. After engaging in some Communist activities in 
New Orleans he moved to Dallas, Texas sometime prior to No- 
vember 22, 1963, the date of the assassination. The rest of the 
story is now well known; about his purchase of a rifle and the 
fact that he fired at President Kennedy and Governor Connally 
from a school book storage building in Dallas. 

From all of the evidence it seems reasonable that Oswald 
acted alone and that he did not carry out his act by reason of any 
instructions from Khrushchev or his secret police. This con- 
clusion is the most logical one in that Khrushchev would have 
no reason to cause Kennedy's death. His dealings with President 
Kennedy had apparently been most satisfactory to him, especial- 
ly the result of his dealings over the Cuban situation. Assuming 
that Oswald was acting alone, which seems to be the most rea- 
sonable conclusion, the undisputed facts are that Oswald was a 
product of the Communist conspiracy. IF WE WANT TO GO 
BEYOND THESE BARE FACTS IN ASSESSING RESPONS- 
IBILITY THERE IS NO QUESTION BUT WHAT PRESI- 
DENT KENNEDY WOULD BE ALIVE TODAY EXCEPT 
FOR THE ACTION OF THE STATE DEPARTMENTIN 
RElLFRNINU USWALuS FASSPURl AND FURNISHlNti 
HIM WITH THE MONEY TO RETURN TO THE UNITED 
STATES. This foolish and unpatriotic act by the State Depart- 
ment seems almost inconceivable. However, the next question 
is: Did the State Department feel compelled to take this action 
by reason of the ruling of the Supreme Court in the Kent case? 
Perhaps a discussion by the Court with Secretary of State Rusk 
could enlighten us as to the reai cause of this tragedy. 

President Johnson has appointed Chief Justice Warren to 
head a commission to investigate the assassination. Why would 
President Johnson by-pass the Congress in setting up of this 
committee? Why was the Congress asleep as to their responsi- 
bility? This tragedy should have been investigated by a com- 
mittee of Congress, the lawful and reasonable authority in this 
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situation. President Johnson acted i 
foresight which confirms his reput 
manipulator. He evidently did not 
into this situation as he took the p 
with masterful dexterity. In view c 
Kent case, are they not just as susj 

:- 1 ; ..l„ i i..: _£ tv 

in utuig uic uuuciiy nig cause ui n 

taking the action that he did Presi 
asking Chief Justice Warren to i 
travesty! 

THE REMARKABLE 
OF THE ASSA& 

In the excitement and confusion 
22, 1963, there was speculation, h 
sassin was a bigot, a reactionary, ai 
conservative. One commentator 
PRAVDA, Russia's propaganda 1 
died aborning when the police qui 
sassin was a Communist and a pro 
spiracy. This immediately changed 
, news media was concerned. In the 
hardly a word of criticism, let alone 
or the Communist conspiracy. Wha 
chev over our communications an 
bring it almost to dead silence? K 
news media is not only negative — ; 
son or organization attacks the Cc 
diately the radicals in the news me 
isolated misstatement of fact or slip 
begin a vicious counter-attack. Th 
munis t conspiracy because that won 
Communist tactics. They attack the 
ing them of being bigots, dangerc 
progress, Fascists, and many othei 
sions- Then the dupes in the news r 
action and sustain their counter-at 
years. Probably few of these people 
least they are unconscious fellow-i 
that someone might accuse them of 
Khrushchev has friends in our new 
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aasts that our children will live under his brand of socialism, 
whole business constitutes the cancer in our body politic. 

KHRUSHCHEV GETS HIS REWARD I 

ussia recently has had very serious crop failures and has had 
: ideological differences with Communist China, either real 
igned. Did our government or press resent the assassination 
ir President? Hardly! President Johnson and our politicians 
ongress rushed through Congress a special bill to sell mil- 
i of dollars worth of wheat to Russia on special terms and at 
icially reduced price. Apparently Khrushchev must be saved 
i costs. This is but the iatest of a iong series of financial 
orts that we have given to our deadly enemies, the Com- 
ist countries. "The fools returned to their folly like the dog 
ned to his vomit." 
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III. 

THE SUPREME COURT INCITES THE NE 

IN 1954 the Court opened a Pandora's Box of lawl 
that they instigated and promoted the Negroes to i 
violence and destruction and protected them in their d 
tions, sit-ins and other lawless acts to intimidate the v, 
munity. The history of this adventure is of the grave 
ance to every citizen of the United States. It is as foil 

JUDICIAL COUP DE TAT 
In 1954 several cases on the same subject reache 
preme Court of the United States for a decision. Thesi 
involved the question of forcing Negro children 11 
schools. The title of the lead case was Brown vs. The 
Education, known as the school integration case. The 
its decision ordered the School Boards to integrate. T 
their decision on the language of the XIV Amendmi 
Constitution. In ^articular the expression that the 1 ' 
"deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal j 
of the laws". This opinion and order changed the rulij 
Court, which at all times prior thereto held that the oc 
tion of the School Boards was to furnish "separate, b 
schools for Negroes. In justification for its decision < 
tice Warren, who wrote the opinion, stated that the Ni 
was entitled to "intangible considerations" such as "] 
to study, to engage in discussions and exchange views i 
students and in general to learn his profession". TJ 
quote from an earlier decision. He stated further "se 
of white and colored children in public schools has a dt 
affect on the colored child, the impact is greater wr 
the sanction of the law for the policy of separating tr 
usually interpreted as denoting the inferiority of tl 

rrrrtnr* o vnw nf inff*rinritv qfft*rf<: fH#» mnfivflfirwi nf 
£,..„„£,, „ „...««— »-. ---.„. ~-- v „„„.._ _.._ -„_-..„„.. _-. 

to learn. Segregation with the sanction of law, therefi 
tendency to (retard) the education and mental de\ 
of Negro children and to deprive them of some of th 
they would receive in a racially integrated school syste 
the Court unconstitutionally and unlawfully made a 
Court has no power under the Constitution to make < 
statute. This power rests with Congress and Congress 
the Constitution states in simple and explicit language 
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Article J, Section I reads: "All legislative powers herein 

granted shall be vested in a Congress of the United States 

which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives". 

Even Congress has no power in the field of education because 

the only authority they have is the authority given to them by 

the Constitution. All other powers are retained by the states. The 

Xth Amendment (Section 1) reads: 

"The powers not delegated to the United States by the Con- 
stitution or prohibited by it to the states are reserved to the states 
respectively or to the people." 

The Court itself has many times defined the limitation. As 
early as 1803 Chief Justice Marshall, in a case entitled Mar bury 
vs. Madison, stated: 

"A court decision merely decides; it decides a dispute be- 
tween the parties to a case or controversy as to the law or 
facts, or both, depending on the precise issues between the 
parties in that case. A written opinion is just an 'opinion' and 
nothing more. It is, as the dictionary says, 'the notion, idea, 
or view' that the court entertains and expresses as a basis for 
a judgment or decree. The final judgment or decree, based 
upon the opinion, ends the dispute between the parties. The 
ruling does not 'make' laws but merely declares or interprets 
what law is binding in the particular dispute." 

Associate Justice Jackson in the book published in 1955 "The 
Supreme Court in the American System" sets forth in rerse lang- 
uage what has been through the years the Court's own ideas as 
to its limited powers. 

"But perhaps the most significant and least comprehended 
limitation upon the judicial power is that this power extends 
only to cases and controversies. . . The result of the limitation 
is that the Court's only power is to decide lawsuits between 
adversary litigants . . . Also, as an appellate court, it properly 
can act only on die state of facts revealed by the record made 
in the court below, supplemented sometimes by general in- 
formation of which it may take judicial notice. 

"... And when it is all over, judicial decree, however 
broadly worded, actually binds, in most instances, only the 
parties to the case. As to others, it is metely a weather vane 
showing which way the judicial wind is blowing — a prece- 
dent that the Court in a similar case is likely to follow. Its 



real weight in subsequent cases, however, wil 
many factors, such as the quality of the prevai 
the strength of any dissent, the acceptance or cr 
profession, and the experience in application ol 

It will be seen from this that decisions of the < 
laws and cannot have the eiiect of laws. This p 
alone to Congress, and not even to Congress unl 
by the Constitution. Thus we have had from the 
the republic until 1954 a government of laws an< 
The Brown vs. The Board of Education case sudd 
all established principles and the Court, in one 
decided to destroy the Constitution and set itseL 
SUPREME LAW OF THE LAND. 

The most amazing result of this bold take-over 
was the attitude of Congress; their cowardly acquit 
Court's usurpation of their rightful authority and 
the Congress just a rubber stamp to be used by th 
its whim dictates a new adventure for their despo 
the Congress going to stand by like a herd of timi< 
the Constitution is being nullified? This tendenq 
gress has been some time in the making. Many year 
of the House Cannon, in a humorous mood, asked 
"What is more cowardly than a Congressman?". 
"Two Congressmen." The Court has already furth< 
by limiting the Congress as to what subjects their 
committees can inquire into when seeking infoi 
which to base future legislation. 

What caused this amazing assumption of pow 
Court sorry about the Negro's economic position 
in the United States? Did the Court decide to re 
class of the Negro and give him special privilege 
by other citizens? Should not the Negro earn hi 
country the same as is required by other persons, nc 
the color of his skin mighr be? 

It seems to be the unquestioned theory by Negi 
pathetic whites alike that the Negro can make n 
school without close classroom association and 
with white students. It apparently makes no differ* 
physical equipment is or what the ability of the tes 
fore the purpose of integration is to improve an 
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Negro child. If this is true, what does it do to the white student? 
Conversely does not integration tend to retard, debase and de- 
generate the white child? Whose welfare is to be considered — ■ 
just the Negro? Does the white child have no rights? Is his wel- 
fare and future to be sacrificed in an attempt to improve the 
Negro? Is this equality before the law? Are the desires of the 
Negro alone to be considered? 

PROMOTION OF LAWLESSNESS in order to implement 
their so-called revolutionary law and to carry out the Courts 
apparent plans has encouraged the Negro to demonstrate to 
secure what they claim are their rights, provided that said dem- 
onstrations are peaceful. Demonstration means an assembly of 
oeople with pent up feelings. Anyone with the slightest power 
A reasoning knows that this sort of assembly usually turns into 
a mob which, as Webster says, is "a turbulent and lawless 
crowd". Thus did the Court inflict on the law abiding people 
of this country a state of anarchy and lawlessness, well known 
now to all who read newspapers or listen to or observe other 
news media. This lawlessness has naturally attracted a variety 
of white people in all conditions of mental balance or unbal- 
ance. In addition to the naturally criminally inclined, a large 
segment of these people undoubtedly are laboring under an in- 
tense emotional sympathy for the Negro. When emotion moves 
in, logic and reason depart. This mental illness can best be de- 
scribed as emotional dementia. 

The members of the Court do not seem to have much knowl- 
edge of history, or else they are brutally and callously indiffetent 
to the consequences of their encouraging and, in fact, legalizing 
these so-called demonstrations. It took the English 600 yeats to 
develop an otderly and law abiding society and civilization. The 
American Negro, at most, is but a few short generations from 
the savagery of the African jungle. Has the Court forgotten 
what happened in the South after the end of our Civil War? 
Because the white man was defeated and disorganized the Negro 
ran amuck. A Northern observer on the scene reported it as an 
amazing spectacle of barbarism overwhelming civilization by 
physical force and a wonder and a shame at the excesses of the 
Negro. 

The authoratative book by E. M. Coulter titled "The South 
During Reconstruction" recites some of the misconduct and 
lawless excesses of the Negro, encouraged by the carpetbaggers, 
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radicals and visionaries of that day. The carpt 

political schemets and thieves taking advantage 

conditions then existing in the South. The radica 

trouble-makers seeking by any means to punish t 

because of the Civil War, and they devised the 

schemes to carry out their ideas. The visionaries 

well meaning but nonsensical busybodies who ; 

tivities to the confusion. To quote from Mr. Cou 

"To prevent anarchy the army of occupati 

and dispersed itself in small groups widely o\ 

with each state comprising a department unde 

eral. Even if the army had been forbearing 

had difficulty in preserving order everywhere 

diers singing 'J°h Q Brown's Body* and excitin 

and with a previously submerged lawless whit 

unrestrained, for a short interim there was 

order in some parts of the South. 

"At the end of the war the tendency was f< 
ment in the Federal army to get mustered ou 
a less reliable soldiery to police the South. J 
troops remaining were Negroes, the numb* 
1865, amounting to 85,000. Many of them 
widely over the South where they became alm> 
ception a vicious influence. Elated over thei 
their uniforms and guns, they took special delh_ 
white people and in instilling dangerous nc 
heads of the freedmen. Occasionally they had 
with the whites and ravished white women. In 
collided with the police and were disarmed ai 
to the provost marshal; in Beaufort, North Cat 
soldier raped a white girl and was arrested ai 
Macon near by where other Negro troops thr< 
the guns of the fort on the city; and near Auj 
marauding troops demolished the home and 
lives of a family who objected to the Negroe 
of the well bucket instead of the preferred go 
Newberry, South Carolina, a Confederare soJ 
after the war to his Texas home was beset by 
and murdered because he attempted to protect I 
from their insults. 

"During reconstruction three hundred Neg 
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in open riot in 1869 on the Ogeechee river rice lands in cen- 
tral Georgia. They drove out the white owners and showed 
their intention of running that part of the state . . . next year 
a better organized and more serious outbreak took place in 
the vicinity of Louisville, Ga. ... by a movement whose pur- 
pose was to protest against arrest, prevent collection of debts 
and taxes, effect their release if placed in jail, and ultimately 
gain control of the land. 

"It was estimated that 150 people were killed in riots in 
Jackson County, Florida; that Negroes started the most ser- 
ious riots in Alabama's history when at Eufaula they tried to 
prevent a member of their race from voting the Democratic 
ticket. In Louisiana under its miserable travesty of govern- 
ment there was no end of riots — the Colfax riot in which 59 
Negroes and two whites were killed, the Coushatta violence 
in which five Radical office holders were murdered, and the 
famous New Orleans uprising of 1874 which was not unlike 
a Parisian revolution." 

Then, as now, there were many Northern white people suffer- 
ing from "emotional dementia", then called visionaries. To 
quote again from Coulter's book: 

"Certain Northern visionaries honestly thought that the 
solution of the Neg. o question lay not only in forced social 
equality but also in the disappearance of both races through 
miscegenation; the political tricksters knew better, but for a 
time they favored the program as part of their scheme to 
capture and hold Negro votes. Well might Southerners look 
with abhorrence on miscegenation, as, indeed, did most 
Northerners, with one of the latter expressing some levity in 
this parody on "Yankee Doodle Dandy": 
Yankee Doodle is no more, 

Sunk his name and station; 
Nigger Doodle takes his place, 

And favors 'malgamation. 
Nigger Doodle's all the go, 

Ebon shins and bandy, 
Loyal people all must bow 
To Nigger Doodle Dandy. 

Bishop Gilbert Haven of the Northern Methodist Church 
saw the millennium nearing when he predicted that the 'hour 
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is not far off when the white hued hu 
dusky beauty of his wife, and the Cau 
the sun-kissed countenance of her hi 
unconscious of the present ruling abh 
tion for her lighter tint.' In addition 
ers, only the dregs of both races fa 
South Carolina Negro boasted that 'v, 
he would go to 'quiltings', sit beside 
white wife/ " 

After almost twelve years of this bio 
South slowly quieted down. Since then 
race riots in the North, in fact, much i 
We recite one situation, not that it is n 
others, but because of an editorial it proc 
in Omaha, Nebraska in 1919- The Litt 
11, 1919 tells the story: 

"The feature of the Omaha riot 
entiates it from previous crimes of the 
phasizing the sinister spirit of anarch 
is the murderous assault upon Mayo 
attempted to address the mob. Oms 
recent epidemic of crimes committed 
culminating in an assault upon a nine 
On Sunday night, September 28, the < 
mob of five thousand stormed the 
Negro charged with this crime ws 
manded that the authorities hand hii 
this demand was refused they set fire 
incendiary bombs, imperiling the liv 
dred prisoners and officials, and turn 
fusillade of shots. When the Mayor 
house steps and began to address the 
the leaders interrupted him with s 
nigger'. When he replied, 'I can't do t 
by the men nearest him and dragged i 
away. 'Lynch him', shouted some one 
moment a rope was round his neck a 
a trolley-wire. Somebody cut him do 
justed the rope and pulled him up a, 
policemen rescued him he was bid 
mouth, but still conscious. At the host. 
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lis condition was found to be critical, but he ultimately rai- 
led. In the meanwhile, the mob wreaked its fury on the 
legro, Brown, who had been handed over to it by his fellow 
prisoners when they faced the alternative of being burned 
dive. His body was riddled with bullets, partially burned, and 
Iragged through the streets behind an automobile. After- 
vards rioting continued, with threats against the negro pop- 
ilation, until Federal troops under Gen. Leonard Wood took 
:harge of the situation." 

h Omaha, on the day after the lynching, "The World-Her- 
dd" said editorially: 

"We have felt, however briefly, the fetid breath of anarchy 
>n our cheeks. We have experienced the cold chill of fear 
vhich it arouses. We have seen as in a nightmare its awful 
Tossibility. We have learned how frail is the barrier which 
livides civilization from the primal jungle, and we have been 
jiven to see clearly what that barrier is. It is the law. It is the 
night of the law wisely and fearlessly administered. It is the 
respect for and obedience to the law on the part of the mem- 
bers of society. When these fail us, all things fail. When these 
ire lost, all will be lost. Should the day ever come when the 
rule that was in Omaha Sunday night become the dominant 
•ule, the grasses of the jungle would everspread our civiliza- 
ion, its wild denizens, human and brute, would make their 
foul feast on the ruins, and the God who rules over us would 
rurn his face in horror from a world given over to bestiality. 
May the lesson of Sunday night sink deep! " 

A. riot is a riot and lawlessness is lawlessness whether it is 
le by whites or Negroes. Then why does the Supreme Court 
xnirage the Negro to demonstrate? Do they want some more 
lahas? Do they think that violence will help to enforce their 
institutional decision? 

rhe Court's decision in the recent integration case stimulated 
Negro to action. Events moved at a swift and accelerated 
:e. Demonstrations became more numerous and mote violent, 
e Negro was on top. He had the sympathy of the news media, 
e newspapers refused to publish crime statistics about the 
gro; it was too damaging to his image. When there was a 
me committed and the suspect was a Negro, the newspapers 

22 






refused to reveal that fact. Television commentatoi 
suit and slanted their comments to favor the Negro. 

WILL THE POLICE BE DESTROYED 

All too often we take our police departments f< 
They are the guardians of law and order. People prob 
think about it, but if the police department of a large 
quit for even one day, it would result in anarchy, 
looting. A police officer normally has a very haz) 
Every time that he leaves home to go to his work his 
knows whether he will come home alive. Why shot 
to carry the additional burden of controlling Negro 
parently the only defense that the Negroes have is th 
munist accusation of "police brutality". Apparently t 
are trying to either intimidate the police or to dest* 
fectiveness. They are not supported by the news medi 
been quite obvious in reporting recent events thai 
media is always careful to emphasize that the Negro 
ing a counter-charge or "police brutality." After theL 
rising in the Harlem section of New York the sam 
curred in the city of Rochester, New York. This v 
when two police officers attempted to make a sin 
arrest and the whole Negro community arose in ret* 
unimportant arrest spontaneously brought to the su 
the latent savagery that the Negro had inherited fr 
cestors of the African jungle. It is becoming increas 
difficult ro recruit new officers for the police departr 
should a new officer, at a small starting salary, be < 
assume, in addition to the normal hazards of his 
that of mob violence? The Supreme Court has sowc 
and now we are reaping the whirlwind! 
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THE HOUSING PROBLEM. 
DOES THE NEGRO HAVE THE WHITE N 
ON THE RUN? 

IN rhe past two years the Negro has seen fit to laum 
adventure. During this period a New York Negro ( 

\ man boasted that "We have the white man on the n 

keep him funning." This was about the time that the 

y attempted to invade white residential neighborhood 

white man justified in his fear of this invasion? Past e: 
tells the story. The Negro moves in and the white mi 
out. There are many examples, but one will show the 
The Bedford Stuyvesant Section of Brooklyn was an a 
inally settled by the Dutch, where they built substanti 
surrounded by gardens. As the city grew the section 
ulated almost entirely by white people well into this 
In recent years there has been a rapid exodus Ol the w 
of last year the population of 307,500 had 215,858 
This is almost as big a Negro settlement as Harlem. Th 
in population has produced some significant results, 
article by the Associated Press states: 

" "Cesspool of Filth' — As long ago as 1943 a 
grand jury termed Bedford-Stuyvesant 'a cesspool of 

A.**. rt f #Un nFi-l^P*- QFd4C in *V\A Ct-fl+#>' TH*» 11 1 t*V fit 1 1*°^ 

- grace to the city*. 

"The jury said it was the scene of lawlessness and 
of every description — murder, muggings and rape, 
and narcotics rackets, prostitution, gang war, armec 
and bootlegging. 

"Today it has one of the highest rates of crime anc 
delinquency." 

There have been other communities where the pa 

made the white home owner apprehensive. The first N< 

» ilies have at times caused a drop in real estate price: 

'' Negro population increased many of these communitie 

V a change in the crime rare. There were purse snatchii 

thievery, knifings, assaults, robberies, and so on up 

until the whites were gone and mostly Negroes left in 

Negro complains is a ghetto. What is wrong with a g 
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a settlement of one ethnic group, in the past mostly 
to Jewish settlements. We still have ghettos, not only 
>ut other races and nationalities. They live in peace and 
with their own people. Their communities are clean. 
e no rats in the walls and no garbage in the halls. Why 
of all the many segments of our population only the 
jeers to living with his own people? 
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THE COURT AND THE RAPISTS 

FROM January 3 to January 23, 1948, in Los Angeles, Cs 
fornia, one Caryl Chessman wenr on a rampage of lawle 
ness which resulted in his arrest and conviction for numerc 
crimes. He was tried in the Superior Court of Los Ange 
County, after which he appealed and his conviction was affirm 
by the Supreme Court of California. Taken from this decision 
a terse statement of the crimes: 

"Defendant appeals from judgments of conviction of 
felonies, rendered pursuant to jury verdicts, and from an or< 
denvine- his motion for new trial. For convenience of disc 
sion the crimes are listed in chronological order and numb 
ed. Each paragraph indicates a separate general criminal < 
terprise, in each of which one or more offenses were co 
mitted. 

"January 3, 1948: (1) First degree robbery of McC 
lough. 

"January 13, 1948: (2) Grand theft of an automobi 

which was used in perpetrating subsequent crimes and 

which defendant was fleeing when he was apprehended. 

"January 18, 1948: (3) First degree robbery of Ban 

"January 18, 1948: (4) First degree robbery of Ballev 

"January 19, 1948: (5) First degree robbery of Lea. ( 

First degree robbery of Regina. ( 7 ) Kidnaping Regina i 

the purpose of robbery, with infliction of bodily harm; pi 

-_i __.. c: J _^ J__.A. /o\ '\7:«1„»:^— ~£ „ •.:«.. TOOn ^.t i 
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Penal Code, committed against Regina. 

"January 20, 1948: (9) First degree robbery of Stone. 

"January 22, 1948: ( 10) Attempted robbery of Hurlbi 
(11) Kidnaping Mary for the purpose of robbery, with 
fliction of bodily harm; punishment fixed at death. ( 1 
Attempted rape of Mary. (13) Violation of section 288a 
the Penal Code committed against Mary. 

"January 23, 1948: ( 14) Firsr degree robbery of Waisl 
( 15 ) First degree robbery of Lesher. (16) Kidnaping W* 
ler for the purpose of robbery, with infliction of bodily har 
punishment fixed at life imprisonment without possibility 
parole. (17) Kidnaping Lesher for the purpose of robbery 

27 



' 1" p ppw— ^ "* m n 



"The jury further found that defendant was armed at the 
time of the comnrssion of each of the crimes except that of 
grand theft, numbered (2) above; that he was armed at the 
time of his arrest; and that he had suffered two previous con- 
victions of robbery and one of assault with a deadly weapon. 
Defendant was acquitted of one count of burglary. We have 
concluded that no prejudicial error is shown and that the 
judgments and order should be affirmed." 
The crime listed as violation of Section 288a of the California 
?nal Code is sexual perversion. During the infliction of the 
sault on the two women Chessman subjected them to the most 
ispeakable sexual abuse. This abuse resulted in one woman 
ing driven insane. 

Chessman appealed from the California Supreme Court to the 
Eiited States Supreme Court. His ground for appeal was that 
ere were errors in the trial court's transcription of the testi- 
ony. Over 12 years elapsed from the time of Chessman's ar- 
st until the day of his execution on May 2, I960 in San 
uinten Penitentiary. During most of this time his case was 
Jd in the United States Supreme Court by numerous stays of 
ecution and many orders from the Court for reviews of the 
stimony by the California Courts. All of these orders were in 
sponse to Chessman's continuing, but unfounded, objections 
the trial court's record. Here was a desperate man in the death 
11 trying to contradict not only the trial court, but all the other 
urts who had reviewed his case, and using the Supreme Court 
play what amounted to a ridiculous game of delay. 
What prompted the Court to delay this case so many years? 
rst it shows the Supreme Court's incompetence. Second it 
ows the Court's lack of understanding of what the true func- 
>n of an appellate court is. Third it shows the Court's unnat- 
al sympathy for even a most reprehensible criminal and the 
ngths to which they would go to save him. It is an old truism 
at justice delayed is justice denied. It is hardly worth while 
waste any sympathy on Chessman as his crimes were worse 
an murder. What we should be concerned about is the conduct 
a Court, especially the highest Court in the land. 
Any person charged with a criminal offense is entitled to have 
s case decided within a reasonable time. It certainly reflects 
i the competence of any court that does not do its duty with 
telligence and dispatch. This case had a most ominous side 
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effect in the form of torture that Chessman was subji 
He was held in the death cell all those years not knowi 
day the warden would call him to the gas chamber. 1 
form of slow torture, probably more prolonged in this c 
most any other tribunal, ancient or modern, savage or i 
The Court's callous indifference to this result of their 
most revealing. In other times torture has been inflicti 
as the Colonial day stocks where the defendant was cor 
public view. However, even in these crude times the 
lasted at the most a day or two. Cardinal Mindszenty w; 
a prolonged torture by rhe Communists in Hungary. I- 
he was relieved by the fact that he was under the inf 1 
drugs most of the time and apparently, during that pe; 
conscious, fn recent times the Chinese Communists h; 
trials wherein they incited a howling mob to a frenzy c 
for the hapless defendant whose only crime was thar he 
ed to be the owner of a small piece of real esrate. Even 
cases rhe victims suffering did not last long because it i 
a matter of hours before he was put out of his misery. 

THE WASHINGTON, DC. CASE 

On the 24th of June, 1957 the United States Supren 
decided the case of Mallory vs. United States, reported 
ume 354, United States Reports at Page 1357. The di 
was convicted of rape in the United States District Cou 
District of Columbia and, as authorized by the District C 
jury imposed a death sentence. 

"The rape occurred at six p.m. on April 1, 195' 
basement of the apartment house inhabited by the vie 
had descended to the basement a few minutes pre 
wash some laundry. Experiencing some difficulty ir 
ing a hose in the sink, she sought help from the jani 
lived in a basement apartment with his wife, tw< 
sons, a younger son and the petitioner, his nineteen 
half-brother. Petitioner was alone in the apartmeri 
time. He detached the hose and returned to his quart< 
shortly thereafter, a masked man, whose general 
were identified to resemble those of petitioner and 
grown nephews, attacked the woman. She had hearc 
descend the wooden steps that furnished the only i 
entering the basement from above. 
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"Petitioner and one of his grown nephews disappeared 
from the apartment house shortly after the crime was com- 
mitted. The former was apprehended the following afternoon 
between two and two-thirty p.m. and was taken, along with 
his older nephews, also suspects, to police headquarters. At 
least roizf on iters Questioned nim tuere in Uie presence Oj. 
other officers for thirty to forty-five minutes, beginning the 
examination by telling him, according to his testimony, that 
his brother had said that he was the assailant. Petitioner stren- 
uously denied his guilt. He spent the rest of the afternoon at 
headquarters, in the company of the other two suspects and 
his brother a good part of the rime. About four p.m. the three 
suspects were asked to submit to "lie detector' tests, and they 
agreed. The officer in charge of the polygraph machine was 
not located for almost two hours, during which time the sus- 
pects received food and drink. The nephews were then exam- 
ined first. Questioning of petitioner began just after eight 
p.m. Only he and the polygraph operator were present in a 
small room, the door to which was closed. 

"Following almost an hour and one-half of steady inter- 
rogation, he "first stated that he could have done this crime, 
or that he might have done it. He finally stated that he was 
responsible.*****" (Testimony of polygraph operator, 
R.70.) Not until ten p.m. after petitioner had repeated his 
confession to other officers, did the police attempt to reach 
a United States Commissioner for the purpose of arraignment. 
Failing in this, they obtained petitioner's consent to examina- 
tion by the deputy coroner, who noted no indicia of physical 
or psychological coercion. Petitioner was then confronted by 
the complaining witness and "practically every man in the 
Sex Squad", and in response to questioning by three officers, 
he repeated the confession. Between eleven-thirty p.m. and 
twelve-thirty a.m. he dictated the confession to a typist. The 
next morning he was brought before a Commissioner." 

The Court reversed this conviction upon the ground that the 
defendant, after his arrest, was not immediately taken before a 
Commissioner for his arraignment. It is to be pointed out that 
on the day of the defendant's arrest the police had three or four 
suspects, including Mallory, and that they did not know who 
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reasonable and the police would be properly subjected to critic- 



ism if they had filed a charge against d 
substantial evidence as to his guilt which, 
was his confession. We can only guess a 
motives were in reversing this case, but : 
wanted to reverse the case because of the ; 
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posed the death penalty for rape and they 
to free the defendant. It will be noted that 
they srate that the defendant was just "a 
where in the opinion is thete any concern 
rim of this criminal. Apparently she wa: 
who had been raped and, after all, the del 
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fession was unable to prosecute the case zg 
by its decision, had effectively closed th 
prosecution and the defendant was freed. 

In May, I960, in the city of Philadelph 
was arrested and charged with rape, batt< 
and burglary. The facts, briefly, are: Th 
home in Philadelphia where he ostensibly 
While there he went into each of three 
floor and ransacked these rooms for th 
While doing so, the housewife returned 
children that there was a man upstairs. $ 
to investigate and the defendant grabbed 1 
her, after which he left the house before 
was apprehended shortly the same day. 

The jury convicted him "of burglary 1 
and found him guilty of assault and b 
assault and battery upon the rape victim, 
On this conviction he was sentenced fror 
prison. 

This is an example of the Court's arroj 
stitution of their own judgment as to wl 
should be so that we must ask the questi 
Court's judgment in the first case the indi 
an in Philadelphia being assaulted? 

This is another example of the Court': 
legislative functions where they have no 

convicted criminal. The legislature and tl 
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the authority to fix the penalties for all crimes, including rape. 
The only theory by which the Court could interfere would be on 
the ground that the penalty was a "cruel and unusual punish- 
ment" under the eighth amendment of the Constitution. In the 
case of rape, how about the victim? How many women have 
been driven insane? How many women have committed suicide? 
Who, indeed, received the "cruel and unusual punishment ? 

In a recent magazine article (True Detective) Mr. Stan Red- 
ding, a student of and a writer on the subject, had this to say: 
"Advertently or inadvertently, three United States Supreme 
Court Justices have raised that question by suggesting that 
executing a man for rape might be in violation of the 8th and 
ith amendments to the Constitution. 
"Justice Arthur J. Goldberg— joined by Justices William 
O Douglas and William J. Brennan, Jr., raised the potential- 
ly far-reaching idea in a dissent from the high court's refusal 
to review two death penalties imposed in separate rape con- 
victions. 

"Justice Goldberg wrote that the court should decide 
whether the Constitution permits the 'imposition of the death 
penalty on a convicted rapist who has neither taken nor en- 
dangered human life*. 

"In light of the trend 'both in this country and throughout 
the world against punishing rape by death', asked Justice 
Goldberg, does execution for rape violate 'the standards of 
decency more or less universally accepted?' 

"Justice Goldberg said the court should consider whether 
the 'taking of human life to protect a value other than human 
.ife ... (is punishment) ' of a severity disproportioned to the 
offense charged*. 

"Justice Goldberg raised the question of whether the sent- 
ence might be cruel because the 'permissible aims of punish- 
ment', such as deterrence, isolation and rehabilitation, 'can be 
achieved as effectively by punishing rape less severely.' 

"In certain quarters of American public opinion such rea- 
soning is sure to be regarded as lofty and detached to a start- 
ling degree, the sort of reasoning which emanates from an 
ivory tower that shields the thinker from intimate contact 
with flesh-and-blood casualties of human predators on de- 
fenseless women. On the subject of values, it may legitimately 
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be asked, What about the human values affected in the act of 
rape? And Justice Goldberg's concern for 'standards of de- 
cency' seems to center on the punishment for the rapist, rather 
than on his victim. 

"How does one measure the depth of shock, terror and 
sense of degradation experienced by a girl or woman who has 
been sexually assaulted? Who can gauge the extent of the 
shock waves which spread outward from such a crime to 
affect not only the victim, but her husband, her children, 
relatives, neighbors and even strangers who recognize her as 
'that woman who was raped'? 

"If her attacker is executed, his punishment is final If he 
is given a prison term, the limits of his punishment are de- 
fined. But there is no time on the horrible, haunting memor- 
ies of a woman raped." 

"Understandably, most men under sentence of death are 
against capital punishment. But not all. 

"One of the eight men executed for rape last year was 
Charles L. Forgey, 23, who died for the savage rape of a 
young Dallas housewife. The writer interviewed Forgey be- 
fore his sentencing. 

" 'A man knows what he's done,', Forgey told me. 'She did 
not know me, and I did not know her. I acted under rhe same 
compulsion that makes men rob, kill and steal, but my crime 
was worse in many ways. 

" 'That woman had the worst experience of her life that 
day She'll live with it a long time, I'm sure. Now I'm having 
the worst experience of mine—but it will be over in a few 
seconds.' 

Forgey paused a few seconds, and then affirmed what pro- 
ponents of death for rape have contended all along: 'Men 
like me deserve to die!' " 
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VI. 
THE COURT'S ATTITUDE ON LAW EI 
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NE of the disturbing trends of our time is d 
crease in tue crime fate. .n. report 4 rem tuc 1 
Investigation as of July, 1964, shows that the c 
last five years is up 40 % in face of the fact thj 
only increased 8%, and this is particularly ti 
areas. J. Edgar Hoover, Director of the FBI, in ] 
on crime in 1963 states "More impassioned am 
are being made today on behalf of the offei 
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equal protection under the law." Most police ofi 
ing increasingly concerned about rhe Court's ; 
breakers are sick people rather than criminal 
treated with leniency. The Court's continual i 
law enforcement has restricted rhe police so mi 
ting harder and harder for them to function. 
oarticularlv alarms law enforcement officials 1 
attacks on police officers. In 1963 there were 
on policemen and 55 police officers were mi 
good residential areas of large cities citizens fe 
neighborhood streets after dark. Even the city 
D.C, which is now over one-half Negro, is raj 
Negro slum and it is dangerous to walk the str« 
in the U. S. Supreme Court building in Wash; 
come necessary to supply guards for its empli 
leave the Court Building to walk to their p 
woman employee of the Court calls a taxicab 
for it outside the building, but must have the 1 
her to the cab. The public parks in some larg 
mostly deserted and the citizens almost never ^ 
night for fear of being assaulted. 

In recent years and since most of the present 
in office the Court has continuously and progre 
more inteiferred with law enforcement agenc 
prosecutors. Their passion for protecting the cr 
indifference to law and order has reached alarn 
so much so that they ate endangering the put 
theory is what has become known as "Due Proc 
sion the Court has taken from the XIV Amendi 
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tution. This Amendment they have used, or rather abused, to 
tify some of their wildest ideas. These cases come under the 
ading of "Search and Seizure" decisions. There have been 
iny cases where they have interferred with the administration 
justice, but two fairly recent cases point up their conduct 

The case of Chapman vs. United States, decided April 3, 
61, from Volume 365 U. S. Reports, 610, originated in the 
ite of Georgia. 

"The relevant evidence is not controverted. It shows the 
following: One Bridgaman, and another, owned a dwelling 
house in a wooded area near the Macon, Georgia, airport, 
which they commonly rented through a rental agency. Under- 
standing that the house had been rented to a new tenant, 
Bridgaman, on Sunday, February 16, 1958, went to the house 
for the purpose of inviting the tenant to attend church. Upon 
arrival he noted a strong "odor of mash" about the house. 
There was no response to his knock, and, although he tried 
to do so, he was unable to see into the house. He then returned 
to his home and, by telephone, advised the local police de- 
partment of his observations. Soon afterward two local police 
officers, Harbin and Chance, arrived at Bridgaman's home, 
and the three then went to the rented house. They noticed a 
strong odor of "whiskey mash" coming from the house. After 
their knock at the door failed to produce a response, they 
walked around the house and tried to look into it but were 
unable to do so because the shades were down. They found 
chat all of the windows were locked, save one in the bath- 
room. The officers testified that Bridgaman told them "to go 
in the window and see what('s) what in there." Bridgaman's 
version of what he said was: "If it's what I think it is, what it 
smells like, yes, you can have my permission to go in." There- 
upon they opened the bathroom window and, with the assist- 
ance of Bridgaman and Chance, Harbin entered the house 
through that opening. Upon entering the house he saw a com- 
plete and sizeable distillery and 1,300 gallons of mash located 
in the living room. Apart from some accessories, containers 
and firewood, there was nothing else in the house. Harbin 
then called to Chance that he had found a large still and asked 
him "to go get some help". Chance immediately left — drop- 
ping Bridgaman at his home — to call the federal officers. 
While the federal officers were en route to the house, peti- 
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tioner drove up, unlocked the front door, entered d 
and was immediately arrested by Harbin. The federal 
soon arrived and took custody of petitioner. They al 
samples of the mash, took various pictures of the a 
then destroyed the still and its contents. Neither the 
the federal officers had any warrant of any kind" 
From these facts the defendant was convicted of th 
operation of a distillery by the United States District C 
the Middle District of Georgia, The Court reversed i 
viction on the ground that the arresting officers did no 
defendant's permission to enter the premises where the 
in operation and, therefore, there was an unreasonabi 
and seizure. To point up how nonsensical this decisi 
quote from the dissenting opinion of Justice Clark: 
"As I read the record, Bridgaman had tented a 
Chapman. On a Sunday morning he called at the 
invite Chapman to church services. However, Bi 
found Chapman gone, the house locked up and ai 
scent" of whiskey mash all over the place, including 
but empty cellar. He reported these facts to state off i 
at his suggestion, two officers accompanied him to ti 
They too smelled, as the Court says, "a strong 
'whiskey mash* coming from the house." 

"Under Georgia law, the use of premises for tl 
f acture or the keeping of liquor for disposition worl 
feiture of the rights of any lessee or tenant under 
or contract for rent***". Bridgaman advised the o 
was the owner of the house, had it leased out, 
structed" officer Harbin to enter it and "see what( 
in there." The officers found a bathroom window i 
Bridgaman "told" the officers "to go in the wine 
assisted in "boosting" officer Harbin into the windo 
into the house. Inside, the officer found a still si 
operation and 1,300 gallons of whiskey mash in 
There was neither household furniture nor other e\ 
residential occupancy. 

"The Court sets aside Chapman's conviction on tl 
that this search without a warrant was "unreasona 
the life of me I cannot see why this is true. I agree ^ 
animous Court of Appeals that "under the circurn! 
the search here made by the State officers, no illej 
shown"." 
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Another case is that of Stoner vs. State of California. Record- 
ed in 84 Supreme Court Recorder, Page 889. The facts from the 
decision are: 

"The essential facts ate not in dispute. On the night of Oc- 
tober 25, 1960, the Budget Town Food Market in Monrovia, 
California, was robbed by two men, one of whom was de- 
scribed by eyewitnesses as carrying a gun and wearing horn- 
rimmed glasses and a gray jacket. Soon after the robbery a 
checkbook belonging to the petitioner was found in an ad- 
jacent parking lot was turned over to the police. Two of the 
stubs in the checkbook indicated that checks had been drawn 
to the order of the Mayfair Hotel in Pomona, California. Pur- 
suing this lead, the officers learned from the Police Depart- 
ment of Pomona that the petitioner had a previous criminal 
record, and they obtained from the Pomona police a photo- 
graph of the petitioner. They showed the photograph to the 
eyewitnesses to the robbery, who both stated that the picture 
looked like the man who had carried the gun. On the basis 
of this information the of fleets went to the Mayfair Hotel in 
Pomona at about 10 o'clock on the night of October 27. They 
had neither search nor arrest warrants. There then transpired 
the following events, as later recounted by one of the officers: 

" 'We approached the desk, the night clerk, and asked him 

if there was a party by the name of Joey L. Stoner living at 

the hoteL He checked his records and stated 'Yes, there is'. 

And we asked him what room he was in. He stated he was in 

Room 404 but he was out at this time. 

" 'We asked him how he knew that he was out. He stated 

that the hotel regulations required that the key to the room 

would be placed in the mail box, that he therefore knew he 

was out of the room. 

" "We asked him if he would give us permission to enter the 

room, explaining our reasons for this. 

" 'Q. What reasons did you explain to the clerk? 

" *A. We explained that we were thei.e to make an arrest of 
a man who had possibly committed a robbery in the City of 
Monrovia, and tiiat we were concerned about the fart that he 
had a weapon. He stated 'In this case, I will be more than 
happy to give you permission and I will take you directly to 
the room.' 



" 'Q. Is that what the clerk told you? 

" 'A. Yes, sir. 

" 'Q. What else happened? 

" *A. We left one detective in the lobby, 

er, Officer Collins, and myself, along v 

got on the elevator and proceeded to d 

went to Room 404. The night clerk plat 

and unlocked the door." 

"The officers entered and made a the 
room and its contents. They found a p 
glasses and a grey jacket in the room, ax 
made pistol with a clip and several cam 
of a bureau drawer. The petitioner was ar 
in Las Vegas, Nevada. He waived extradi 
ed to California for trial on the charge of 
gun, the cartridges and clip, the horn-rim 
grey jacket were all used as evidence agai 

The Court reversed this conviction for i 
the ground that the arresting officers did i 
ant's permission to enter his hotel room, the 
reasonable search and seizure. What ridicul 
The true functions of a Court is to do justia 
truth respecting the facts of the crime to d< 
innocence of a person charged with a crime, 
enforcement agencies be subjected to thi 
ment? 

This new and unreasonable rule by the C 

Seizure" resulted in two police officers be 

conducting an investigation. Recently the C 

Angeles in commenting on their difficult^ 

"The increasing restrictions upon pol 

fectiveness are coming from the courts 

latures in an avowed effort to administ 

police. These restrictions have given ad 

inal element and have resulted in a der 

ternal security. The untimely and violero 

officers recently while questioning forg< 

in point. Formerly, these officers won 

whar evidence might be in possession o 

time of contact. Since the courts have o 
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opinion Justice Black went into a long historical recitation about 
religious liberty and particularly what happened in England in 
1548 and 1549, some 400 years ago. Justice Stewart dissented 
to this opinion in which he stated that he could not see what 
bearing there could be on the question by reciting something 
that happened so long ago; in pointing out that England has 
always had an established religion, stating: 

"What is relevant to the issue here is not the history of an 
established church in sixteenth century England or in 
eighteenth century England or in eighteenth century America, 
but the history of the religious traditions of our people, re- 
flected in countless practices of the institutions and officials 
of our government. 

"At the opening of each day's Session of this Court we 
stand, while one of our officials invokes the protection of 
God. Since the days of John Marshall our Crier has said, 
"God save the United States and this Honorable Court.' Both 
the Senate and the House of Representatives open their daily 
Sessions with prayer. Each of our Presidents, from George 
Washington to John F. Kennedy, has upon assuming his 
Office asked the protection and help of God." 
This is not establishing a religion by any stretch of the im- 
agination. When a Parliament or a Congress establishes a re- 
ligion it builds and owns the churches, it employs and pays the 
clerfv and it discourages, nrevents and outlaws all other relic- 
ions. Even a seven or eight year old school child could under- 
stand the distinction here, but apparently it is beyond the ken 
of our Supreme Court. 

This was an innocuous prayer, non-sectarian and non^Henom- 
inational. Out of 190 million people in ihis country who could 
object? Not even the agnostics, who are a very small percentage 

small in number that they are not even a percentage, but just a 
handful. Is not this carrying the protection of a minority to the 
point where it is ridiculous? This prayer could hardly interfere 
with any one's religious or lack of religious beliefs. We still have 
freedom of expression in this country; even in public parks we 
have people freely carrying on discussions and making speeches 
about religion an" an* 7 other number of sub'ects. Some of these 
speeches are logical and reasonable, some are humorous and 
some foolish and nonsensical, but the freedom of speech is still 



there. Why does the Court seek to 
just to satisfy the desires of a small 
desires and wishes of the great rr 
What prompted this mischievous 
want to make a show of power? Di 
Communist slave states that they a^ 
Marx that "Religion is the opiate 
other hand, did they just want to i 
show their contempt for our Chris 
forgotten that human nature has n< 
That man has conquered everythii 
along with himseli? Have they iot 
tory religion has been a stabilizing 
easy to criticize religion, whether it i 
belief. What would they put in its 
atheistic Communism that holds th 
in a machine; that he is just anothe 
no spiritual, moral or inspirational ' 
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VIII. 

THE REAPPORTIONMENT CAS 
A LAWLESS GRAB FOR POWI 

THE year 1963 saw a new and bold assault o 
tioti. Any school boy who has had his first 
is aware of our fundamental function in govern 
power is divided between the legislative, executi 1 
each limited to its rightful sphere of authority an 
The Constitution provides that each House of 
be the sole judge of the qualifications of its m< 
I (Section 5) paragraph 1. states: 

"Each House shall be the judge of the el< 

and qualifications of its own members, and a a 

shall constitute a quorum to do business; but \ 

ber may adjourn from day to day, and may b 

compel the attendance of absent members, it 

and under such penalties as each House may j 

This provision of the Constitution has stood a 

lenge until the year 1963. From time to time d 

fice seekers have complained that the legislature 

have unfairly created congressional districts un 

population and the Supreme Court has always 

controversies are beyond the Court's jurisdictio; 

The last such case before 1963 was Cole grove 

cided June 10, 1946. The "complaint of Colegn 

joining with him as to complaint asked for a d 

Illinois statutes apportioning the State of Illinoi 

sional districts invalid in that such districts Iack< 

of territory and approximate equality of popuh 

came before the District Court of the Northern 

Iinois which Court dismissed the complaint up 

that the Court had no jurisdiction to decide the di 

afterwards came to the Supreme Court on appe 

preme Court affirmed the judgment of the Disi 

opinion being written by Justice Frankfurter anc 

red in by Justices Reed and Burton. We quote fr< 

ant language of the opinion. 

"We are of opinion that the petitioners asl 
what is beyond its competence to grant. This 
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demands on judicial power which cannot be met by verbal 
fencing about 'jurisdiction*. It must be resoived by considera- 
tions on the basis of which this Court, from time to time, has 
refused to intervene in controversies. It has refused to do so 
because due regard for the effective working of our Govern- 
ment revealed diis issue to be of a peculiarly political nature 
and therefore not meet for judicial determination." 

It is to be noted that mere was a dissent to this decision by 
Justices Black, Douglas and Murphy, who wanted to take the 
unconstitutional position that the Court could interfere with the 
lawful functions of the Illinois Legislature. Justices Black and 
Douglas were the old hard-core liberals. Murphy, a politician 
of extreme liberal tendencies, was appointed by President Frank- 
lin Roosevelt during the court packing era. Murphy was prac- 
tically devoid of any legal or judicial training or experience. It 
also should be remembered that in 1937 Murphy, as governor 
of Michigan, permitted the disgraceful anarchy of the Commun- 
ist led sit down strikes in the automobile plans of Michigan. Be- 
tween 1946 and 1963 the membership of the Court changed. 
The hard-core extremists, Justices Black and Douglas, are now 
joined by Chief Justice Warren and Justices Brennan and Gold- 
berg, who were very like minded. The five now constituted a 
majority of the Court. They were then in a position to ignore 
the Constitution and to nullify the authority and functions of 
Congreess and the State Legislatures. Their opportunity came 
in the case of Gray vs. Sanders, a reapportionment suit from, the 
state of Georgia. The plaintiff sought, as in the Colegrove case, 
to force the Georgia Legislature to change their law as to the 
counting of votes in the various districts of that state. Georgia 
had what is known as the County Unit System. Under this sys- 
tem some rural, thinly populated counties, had more voting 
power proportionately than more populous counties. The Court, 
in its decision, ordered the Legislature to abolish the system and 
divide the state into districts of equal population on a theory 
that has become known as the "One Person — One Vote" idea. 
Justice Harlan, in a dissenting opinion, held to the rule long 
established and so clearly stated in the Colegrove case, with the 
added reasoning: 

"To assume that political power is a function exclusively of 
numbers is to disregard the practicalities of government. 
Thus, the Constitution protects the interests of the smaller 



against the greater by giving in th 
representation to populations. It < 
and doctrinaire, for this Court, app 
tional concepts as due process an< 
laws, to deny a State the power to a 
political initiative as between its 
and those having concentrared mast 
the latter have practical opportuniti 
ical weight at the polls not availabl 
stitution — a practical instrument o 
such demands on the States." 

At least some 30 states are now 
Georgia, in that their congressional d 
anced as to population and this appL 
of the House of Representatives. Aa 
cision, these members are now holding 
the extremist five constitute a majori 
they do to implement their decision ! 
what they did in the case of Brown v 
order these members off of the floor oi 
tives? What will the offending Cor 
meekly submit and resign? Will tl 
against the order and then wait for 
Army in to enforce the Court's order I 
House chamber? You say this would 
have thought a few years ago that th 
insatiable lust for power would have < 
in order to set up a judicial despotism 
ject it is important to recall the diss 
Frankfurter on the Court's power to i 
apportionment statutes. First, who is 
appointed to the Court in 1939 by 1 
velt. This appointment, also, was dur 
At this time Frankfurter was a profe 
School and had been for a long time. I 
liberal and even radical theories. Man) 
ployment with the Government in X 
fluence. Several turned out on the rac 
Among these students was the in fan 
victed perjurer. Frankfurter was a chi 
his first trial. Another incident to sh 
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mind. When the atom spies, Julius and Ethel Rosenberg were 
sentenced to death they appealed to the Court for a stay of ex- 
ecution several times. Each time their petition was denied by a 
majority of the Court and they were finally executed. At the last 
denial of their petition Justice Frankfurter joined in dissenting 
together with Justices Black and Douglas. 

With this background on Justice Frankfurter we come to con- 
sider the apportionment case of Baker vs. Carr, decided March 

£\j 7 lyui. ±1113 wm a. Loot aiijjug iiv/ui <-*«. .j,...™ »»» « „.»... . 

Plaintiff asked the Court to reapportion the districts of the mem- 
bers of the Legislature in that state. This was a matter of purely 
state concern, having nothing to do with Congress. The lower 
Courts had refused to entertain the complaint on the ground 
that the United States Court had no jurisdiction to interfere with 
the method of arranging districts in a State Legislature any more 
than they had the right to interfere in the fixing of Congres- 
sional Districts. Majority of the Court in a long, rambling opin- 
ion decided three things: 

1. That the United States Courts possess jurisdiction on the 
subject matter. 

2. That the complaint presented a justiciable controversy. 

3. That the appellants had standing in Court. 

In other words, that the Federal Courts have a right to inter- 
fere in something that is purely a concern of the states. Justice 
Frankfurter wrote a dissenting opinion and was joined by Jus- 
tice Harlan. It is of the utmost importance to quote at length 
from this dissenting opinion. 

"The Court today reverses a uniform course of decision 
established by a dozen cases, including one by which the very 
claim now sustamea was unanimously rejecteu cmy live years 
ago. The impressive body of rulings thus cast aside reflected 
the equally uniform course of our political history regarding 
the relationship between population and legislative repre- 
sentation — a wholly different matter from denial of the fran- 
chise to individuals because of race, color, religion or sex. 
Such a massive repudiation of the experience of our whole 
past in asserting destructively novel judicial power demands 
a detailed analysis of the role of this Court in our constitu- 
tional scheme. Disregard of inherent limits in the effective 
exercise of the Court's 'judicial Power' not only presages the 
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futility of judicial intervention in the essential] 
flict of forces by which the relation between 
representation has time out of mind been an* 
mined. It may well impair the Court's position 
organ of 'the supreme Law of the Land' in thi 

1 ~1 MA Ulami> s\f+An ct-rf\nfr\rr *»nf-3 n olfYI in t\ 

on which this Court must pronounce. The C 
— possessed of neither the purse nor the swc 
rests on sustained public confidence in its l 
Such feeling must be nourished by the Court 
tachment, in fact and in appearance, from pa 
ments and by abstention from injecting itseli 
of political forces in political settlements. 

"A hypothetical claim resting on abstract 
now for the first time made the basis for afi 
relief for a particular evil even though it fore 

y»«J mnvA t%AnMC1TtA Alt f 11*11 If 1*»C Ifl mnCTlll Pt*l f 

hypothetical and the assumptions are abstn 
Court does not vouchsafe the lower courts — s 
guidelines for formulating specific, definite, i 
dented remedies for the inevitable litigations i 
bt ageous disposition is bound to stimulate in < 
politically motivated reapportionments in so 
such a setting, to promulgate jurisdiction in 
meaningless. It is as devoid of reality as 'a box 
ence in the sky,' for it conveys no intimatior 
any, a District Court is capable of affording 
invite Ippislamres to olav ducks and drakes wi 
For this Court to direct the District Court to 
to which the Court has over the years consistei 
required to deny legal enforcement and at tl 

I1I1U 11 IlCl.c»saiy lU wiuumui <lhjt juiuauu vu 

how to enforce this turnabout, new legal clai 

odd — indeed .an esoteric — conception of judi< 

"... To charge courts with the task of 

the incommensurable factors of policy that 

mathematical puzzles is to attribute, howe< 

omnicompetence to judges. The Framers of i 

nprsisre-nf Iv rejected a DfODOSal that embodied 
r , — _, __,.- -- K ... 

and Thomas Jefferson never entertained it. 
"... In effect, today's decision empowers t 
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country to devise what should constitute the proper composi- 
tion of the legislatures of the fifty States. 

"... The Framers carefully and with deliberate fore- 
thought refused so to enthrone the judiciary. In this situation, 
as in others of like nature, appeal for relief does not belong 
here. Appeal must be to an informed, civically militant elec- 
torate. In a democratic society like ours, relief must come 
through an aroused popular conscience that sears the con- 
science of the people's representatives. In any event there is 
nothing judicially more unseemly nor more self-defeating 
than for this Court to make in terrorem pronouncements, to 
indulge in merely empty rhetoric, sounding a word of promise 
to the ear, sure to be disappointing to the hope." 

It will be noted at the outset of his opinion Justice Frank- 
furter stated "SUCH A MASSIVE REPUDIATION OF THE 
EXPERIENCE OF OUR WHOLE PAST IN ASSERTING 
DESTRUCTIVELY NOVEL JUDICIAL POWER." Even Jus- 
tice Frankfurter looked on with dismay and perhaps horror 
when he saw the Court deliberately destroying the Constitution. 



IX. 
CONCLUSION 

THE Court has effectively destroyed i 
rendered it useless. The United States 
fanatical five Justices, who constitute a diet 
by edict without regard to law, reason, the 
common morals and decency. The Court 
constant protector of the Communist coi 
completely intimidated! The news media, 
supports their tyranny. The legal professioi 
exceptions, have failed the people by their 
is going on. Was their education and reaso 
by some Communist leaning law profes 
Court's power they have deliberately creat 
outside ally. This ally is the lawless Negro 
atic Five imagine that they are Nicolai Le 
his Bolsheviks to storm Petrograd in the 
What is the purpose of the Court in encoui 
Negro demonstrations? Is it to create a j 
chaos as a prelude to a Communist take-< 
What is the remedy for this tragic situat 
some public discussion about amending thi 
is nothing wrong with the Constitution! 
ments The fault lies with the Court and rr 
gress whose timid and craven surrender o; 
authority and functions will be the death 
public. How can this judicial despotism be 
Constitution restored? 

The remedy is provided in the Constitui 
edy is impeachment! 

The Constitution wisely left the ultimate 
The time has come for the people to elect 
restore the liberties that the Founding Fa 
us. 






50 









51 



;..r-* 



r~-a 



OFTIOMM fOlM HO. 10 
HAT 1**1 EDITION 
Ot* OtM. IK MO »7 



!> 



UNITED STATE, 



JMENT 



Memorandum 



TO 



FROM 



SUBJECT 



Mr. A. Ros 




date : December 30, 1964 



G. H. Scatterday(/*^~ fe>^ , 
SeHF?!Stn!mEc!ecKeUUEST 



1-Mr. Rosen 
1-Name Check 
1 





received 




a name check request was 
al. U^S. Suor 




officer 



^ mmmmmr -..- ...... _. submitted indicates 

ual is applying for a position as police 



reals no identi 




A check of Bureau files 
derogatory information concerning 

f Memorandum from Mr. Nichols to Mr. Tolson 

I dated September 3, 1957, reveals that the Director has 
instructed that no action be taken concerning requests 
received from the Supreme Court until the matter has 
been presented to him and he personally rules on the 
request. 

RECOMMENDATION : 

That the Form 57 on 

be stamped "no derog data" and returned to the „. ~. — ~ 

If approved, this memorandum should be returned to the Name Check 
Section for handling. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



TO /It '7 The Director 
FROM y J ' N. P. Callahan 



DATE: ftj^A £Jf&£ 



■-v 



SUBJECT: jhe Congressional Record 



, ^- *677. Senator Byrd, <DJ Tirglnia, spoke concerning an 

jbddress delivered before the New York Bar Association by Lewis *♦ m4J». 
of Wchmond. Virginia, preside* of the American Bar Association. Mr. Byrd 
advised that the Richmond Times Dispatch, to Us edition of February 10, IMS, 
editorialised on the address, He Included the editorial, entitled "A ***»•* 
Hebokes the Court," with Ms remarks, Ifce edltorialjpotated oat that Powi sU, 
la hU address, "Issued a warning recently that some^apreroe Court s decision* 
In criminal cases hare tipped the scales of Justice too far a favorofthe 
crlminal-at the expense of public safety. " tt quoted Mr. Powell as follows: 
f Crimes of violence continue to Increase. The single most shocking statistic, j 
focumented In FBI reports, Is that since 1*68 crime has been Increasing are 
fimes faster than the population growth. M 
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,o i Kt CORDED 
47 MAR 16 1965 






In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for f) \ & \Tc H ) > ) 9'<^_*' was reviewed and pertinent items were 
majked for the Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
Pa^^^fe^J^^frV^llJihe original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in appropnat'e*ur»g)!fnK s e or subject matter files. 
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1. !• Breaaaa, Jr. 
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cRLuiBoos - mrstnvnsrni 



, ^ On e/28/%5, ■ ft Marshal, halted States 

n > Suereae Court, furnlehea uaiaaarH^ue attached telegraas 
,^' -' which inn recently not te Chief Justice Marl Yarno by subject. 
The content* art reabliag, iacbheroat sad make ao suirse whatever* 

the Chief Justice asked that lufilof ha cheeked for any 
iadleatlaa that the subject is a Mental case. 

Xa April af this year, two oiailar telegraas were sent 
by the subject te the Director, fhoy were ceapletely incoherent 
aad ao acknowledgement was aade. Otherwise, fur files contain ao 
information concerning the subject. 

Meaoraadua froa Mr. Ilohols to Mr. Tolson dated 
Seeteaber 3» »57 9 ^reveals that the Director has InstrucSed that 
ao aetioa be takea concerning requests received froa thr&i£r£ae_ 
- Court until the aatter has been presented to hia and he personally 
rules an the request. l 
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files do aot contain any inforaal 
aantal case. 
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J EDGAR HOOVER -■=^.- 

DIRECTOR FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION WASHDC 
TOUR POLICY SELDOM TO RECOMMEND IS APPRECIATED. HOWEVER LAV : ' 
ENFORCEMENT NATIONALLY WOULD NEVER REGRET THE PRESENCE OF WASHINGTON 
S UPREME COURT JUDGE ROBERT VfINLEY ON THE US WREME COU RT* 
PERHAPS THE OPPORTUNITY TO SAY A KIND AND FAVORABLE WORD BIGHT 
DEVELOP RESPECTFULLY 
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Your telegram of July 23rd hat been 
received, and It was Indeed thoughtful of you to send 
me your observations concerning Washington Supreme 
Court Judge Fioiey. 

Sincerely yours, 

J, Edgar HficsBt 



- Enclosure 

is a retired Special Agent who is 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



The Director 



DATE: 



fl»A > 



FROM 



N. P. Callahan 



SUBJECT: jYie Congressional Record 
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fthta 11197. faaajftr TtarckOad, (R) $*atii Otralia*, apata \ 
aaaaarajj* ** *rti£t» aatttiad/feaa tfaiaa** Attaakfa* fcattraw fr*a. tat £ f*aiaji 
fitar «f Acfttvt S, 1WB, *a * ms arra*t#4 t»r taa l**ri* Ua* tat* yaar a* a 
aaar* a ** rap* la taa JOiatr J«t «f c*l««*ia, vaa aa4 baaa nlniK a* ail 



*r*¥te** aaarg**. Mr. Tfcurataad atata* If. Xd£ar &**t*?, la* *ra»i«l*«i a< 
(&• /a»*ri«*a *ar ^aaatiaitaa, aatf cwutUM at**?* *** Ufa l*ar»#<i 1* la* *a* 
aad wis* ara rwcaraiaa* astaarttia* la taa tta^t al Saw aafaraaasaat ka« wax*** 
a»a t*<f *£*** atalaas *•£!**&* fcy lis* C. av^aspraaa C**rt irhlci aata aarrad 
«© aUacUvaiy u» *** aaad* ai aar aauc* *m«*f* U trria* I* triag irUalaat* fa 
j«*tfL?« ajwi arataet taa **&ii$ agalaat t&< atar-laeraaaiag aria* rat* la taia | 
aa«j*\ry, la* i**t a* tii* article wa* ptaea* la taa fcaaartf. 
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In the original of a memorandum captioned and dated as above, the Congressional 
Record for /■ / : u j L. •',"' was reviewed and pertinent items were 

marked for trie Director's attention. This form has been prepared in order that 
portions_jji a copy of the original memorandum may be clipped, mounted, and placed 
in apMoiRpt^S&eau case or subject matter files. 
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